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Tfsircnr 

(«iin>i“9 fH»if«T) 

21 2002 

afRiH liTra MfUJIlM 

ftnPT: JhlR^i TmTrwT ajk r ^ ^ am % aiRRi tR ^id>RM iggy % P-iuihy 

^TTftwr % ■5ir^ I 

50/1/2001-^^iifht^‘-1995 ^ ^5>Tr?f?frf^,#i3T 3Tf?l1^=riHT, 1975 ^ EJTTT 9 ^ (5) 

“dsn (tirfer ^art cj^ ^ siichcn 

cT€R dcT Mtw) 1995 ^ eiJH ^ 

^ ^ Pl'JRfcHR^d ^ t: 

(i) jnter^ (f^ ^ cF1?T vimpTT) ^ ^^uycch (TT^frSR) 

3Tf^rPm,1995 3ft7 ^ ^ cRT 

STTcbcH T?ci itlflgu] ^ Sfif^ Wtw) Pl^1HI4?ft,1995 ^ ?JM 9 cf^ (s) 

3T^;w,cf^rf^ j|UKi^^ afk vsnWt ^ ^ ■g^gr ^ w>iefRTgf^ 

1?^ (1?13^3TT^ (1^ gTT^ ^ ^ i5nw) ^ amiTcT gT oFTTcTR MIdH'iM 

cTTTT? ^ 3TTc[??l^ c^ ^ ^ ^ 3fR«T tel I 

]?Tf?miT^ SRT 30.12.1996 ^ ^ ^ iRTd^3^ Qf^uiiH]’ ^T cR^aft cf^T f^Eitw 

"W WU 17.7.1997 c^ ^ ^ ^ cfTt^ 1 ^RtZfT^ 

Trrfrm f^^TT^.09.2001 ^ 3Tf?Eg;sRT TTO 91/2001 ^?l^TT ^ Mld'fM 

3TfgRjfcRT f^XT Tgr ^ 7.06.2002 ^ ^0 61/2002^ cTgcT 

iirenM sTfw ^ cmj f i 

(ii) snftj^r?) ^ Rnicn 1.10.2001 Cf^ IJTON^ 3R1|tJRU| if ^ | |^M i:j^ Vi l jv^P l cb 

■^frf^ ^ vsn^ fcFRTT.f^RT^ afjtfl'i 1995 ^ 7f?frf^ TfffTT^c^ 3Tf?fPm,1975 ^ STEJIFI 
40 ^ i ^ arcHtfr afr? ijct ^ ^ ^ 

^ 3THIRT ^7R Ijf^TTcT ^ cf> viim 5rRm ^ 

^ I 
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(iii) % 'Hl4^P^ch ^rPTT ^ TDft W f^TuWi ^ 

fvJpTc^ ^ ^ WEfr ^ t ST^f^ ^ 6(2)cj^ 3T^m 

fcf%cT ^ ^ ^ fc^ ^ 3IcRRJraFT I 

(iv) TiTteT?t % >mt'^Pich ^qxFn ^ iTf^,iTr?ci T?^3Tt ^ TDft irrcT ^ 

f^SlTclTt ^ if cf?t Wxfr ^ f 3jk ^ 6 (2) ^ T5f ^ ^ 

^ 40 fM cf^ ^ ^ SIcPTcT^j^ ^ WTF ^ I 

(v) ^ ^ I vSim ^ 31^ 

ITR^ ^ ^ 3TFn^ ^ ^ W\ 3TBI? W I 

(vi) 5nter5t ^ f^-6 (3) ^ 3Tgw 3iRrq;^i ^ jif^ ^ w 

f^RlWr 3 #?-A ^ ^cTRRlt cf^ ^ I 

(vii) JiTter5t ^ tor 6 (4) ^ 3ng?w "gw ^ f^ f^P^RiicT w 

f^rafWr/^3cqT^ ^ Ti^^rracft ^r^-. 

(i) ^0 t^^c[ift|cEcR1 fc^O TiJRrsei 

(ii) 4o f^O J|UKJ^ 

(iii) '4o ^ 

^ ^f^/^JEPTT PiRteiRsId RraWf/^cPT^ ^ ^ eft 

(i) fto cplRill cpR’il f^O (ctJcf741'fi1),'ih'lRi|I T^JRT^ 

(ii) fto f^o ^Ryi 

(iii) fto trr T?^, .^ipftft 

ft. cfTct^ftl'lft ft l??TTcfcft ^ RfdRl^ciK ^3xR fft^, fto ^(^fft4j<rd fcftftft^^ ft 
Wr ft ^ ^ ^ fto ftrr ft sf?^icici) ^ ^ 

'^'1'ft ST^ ^ ^ fft^ftcft aft? TIPTP^ ^ ft dcP'Idd ft 3TTft cTlftt elFTcT ft ftftl ft 

MHchl^l ft I 

(viii) ^ ft f^IcT ftftr ft ^dMlfti ftr fftrpT 6 (2) ft 3I^R ^3fm JIFTR 

ftt ft Tjf 3 fpr w fft ft ftftr ft Tlftt fftftclftr/xJcPT^ 

fftftfftr ^fppjftftn ft H^dNcil cPT \3 tR ftft ftt 'ddle ft l WI fftftdcp ftt ftft T? 

JIYTmcft ftt Jifft IftzPT 6 ( 3 ) ft SI^Kll'i ftftr ft <jdra 7 'ft ft! ft ftft ^ I 

ix) ft4<£i cR^ ft ^TTcT 3lNldctft/vdMftqx1l ftft ftl lT?HM«ft ftft Tft fftlftt fftf^ 
WTEfft fftPT 6(4) ft 31 ^'dK TrfftcETcfft gRT vjfftt '^JERT ft fftf GHd*^ Tft:- 


T??rRft ft ^ ft R)+df^Rad armciftr gRi ^3 tr/^^rt ft eft i 
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i) 3 TTH 3 frp ^ 

ii) ^ TT^fff^R^ 3 W 

iii) 3 TTcT ff^ ^ aff^ 

x) ^ ^ >3^qT^ 4. mR f^. «Tf^ ^3 ;eFTT fj^ eJt I 

xi) A. 3 RR f^. ^Tf^ ^yjRRT ^f ^ ?TFR ^ ^^t ^ ^ 

cTTf^ 'dlHM ^ f^€(itit (^ T? XT Tft) ^ 3 ngR ^ ^aft ^ afrf 

eTFR afk vj^lcii qTFR ^ Pl«* 5 ldl W ^ aflT Wft 

^ viTt^ ^ ^ ^Tc^ I 

xii) 4 . ■i^ ^ ^ ^ aft? am 1 ^. ^ aif^iR-w ■<iirRJT^ ^ ^ I 

xiii) ^ ^ t^^Mj 7.12.2001 ^ Ttfltoj ^ ^ aM t?tm ^ ^ 

Tjq? am^ I 'crsf^# ^ anu?' f^njr irt A aq^ tj^j arr^ ftm fcrRdd 

^ ^ W'^d ^ I HWepl'^l f^xItTl Hlf?4|'l e[RT atfifd (^■qi'(l ^ STf^RT '^«|t 5( 3lt7 
^3^ Zlf^^ ^ ^ ^ ^TcTIF^ TT^ I 

(xiv) ;nteT^ ^ ^ ^ Tjf -dl 4 vdP|c^) ^ a f^rf^FT gRT 

5 R^ ^ aWnft^ am gJt wrm( zfRrar afl? ^ 6(7) ^ ai^m 1 %d^ 

f^^tenq ^ fcT^ <jcii '« 3 i I 

(xv) 1%ZRt ^ 16 ^ 3?^[m ^ ^ mRuiihI c^ ijit ai i d i jqch 

cT 8 zr/ 3 nm ^ 13.9.2002 ^ w f^?ra^ ^ 1 %zn -m \ f?SRT^ 4 

^ ^ ^ ^ afR A. am f^. gRT > 3 tR ftq tpj i 

(xvi) 23 arw afR 24 3 RR?t 2002 zfA fAzjW A. ^ At At fAajWr m\ 'W^nh 
^ diim %zn I 

(xvii) *** ziy ^ arf^RjcRT A ^ ^rarm srt %nftzi wt A ^^TcRei 

^ A afR^^rf^ TnteRt gRi fAziAr ^ araAcr ^ At ’tht ■'m A 1 

(xviii) ^ gA 3 RfA (At afr ant) 1.4.2000 A 31.3.2001 ?Rj A I 

.5^ fiqintoi anrara^ ^MiAewi AAf ^ 3 rt ^w^iA ^ ftm ?wt 
jnfAzCT^TBRT^f^ 


fAIAR fAcRi^ srt fAzRR ^ A lAm fto 

wA I A fAm iR Tj^ A W 55 T fA^RR ^ A ftm ^ A ^ A fAm ^ 3 R 
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fcmyrr tu Trcrf^tTf^f^TTci^Tt wb #ht ^ fcmR 

tor W t to'TT f^RHT’cfj 31^^ JTRtte t ofT? Wi ]T>TT^ t I 

trof^ ^ ^ran? ^ wr ^ ^ ^ ^ -gft^ xr ^ 

fcTETR fcfim ^r?TT t ^ "fPIT w4cll^ cf^t ^ # I 

4. 3RR f^. 5RT gJiRT ?T? 

^«) gfWTg IT? ^TPTR iTOT? 

i) T^S^RTcTHlff^ ^ (XJH ^ 3TT^ ^ fMfep ^ ?WT STEff^d ^ 

|X?H^grRE|^ ^ TT^ t fcTf^p^ wft 

^ grpjf^ ^ ^ I 

ii) ^ 3TR ^ aTFlcik ^ 3lk 4j;^ ^ ^ 

f^ ^^rrm t i 

iii) ^ ^ ^ ^ viJcMKH t f^'Hcbl ^ 

fcbiRijT w?r5Ji ^ w ^ t I 

iv) ^ ^ M ^ wm ^jcqr^ ^ ^ ^ f^rflr t 

cr%4TT chiRzfT 3ft? ^r ^eqic^ctj'f ^ ^ ??t t ^rerf^ 

^ WT ^ McT ^ ^ ?HT t I 

v) ^ 3TR 4002.59 ^ sirPtcT W 3t^ tR gTHJT^ 40 ^ ^ #HT 

tf^ 3Tf?rf^m ^ cnff^ t i ^raf^r ^ str >HHKd #»tt ^ 

3raF^^ ^ufldcEl t 3TRr #HT ^ 3Tcr>t?T 3TRlf^ ?TFnft STRIH 

^ ^ ST^fTf^ t STRICT^ ?TTRT ft 3TK ^ 

^ ?iq ^ f I 3RT: c|lfi>ll^ct> ^cfJl^l X^ ?iiR^45) Ti'^lPl^Silld^l (^ ^ 
^ 3TT^ ^ ?R^ 3TT^ 3TRT?fr ^ TOJ 

^ 3R5^ ^ ^Rf t I 3^k^^$RT gilRill ^ ^ 3TR ^ 3TRmt ^ ^ ^ 

^ ^ ft ^ ^ ^ MiRlcbRt ^ ?R«T cTRi w m I XR^: grfft 
3fr? ^ RrqWf gRT ;R^ '^JtRT f ^ ^ ff ft ff? v3^ gRT 

ffRT "Wr ft oft ft 3TT^ ??T gRT 5Igfe STRlff f Wft StI^Rj STT I 
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vi) 1?^ ^ 3TR ^ ^ ■cT^ TJTRTT t ^ T^fMei, 

^rf^£T 3jk vjtsttt srf^?T ^ ^ f ! giuw 

^ 3Tf^rrfR^, ^cRli|'<,^,3Jt^, ^ ^ ^ v^cmcl H 

% I 

vii) ^ 4t ^TK" ^ fc^ ^ ■^'{^Hld ^ 3tf^ TUtF] ^ f^pk t f^ 
W cR^ ^ ^RTt^r f^RTT ^ ^qf^l # I 

viii) ‘Hkd ^ Ri^cj c^ 3 R^ qrnt ^ ’OTJTtw 3jk v?w^ mRci^h 

1%^ f^'i^) fcrf^Rjcrr ^ "vdcMTt^cl ^ ^ 3TR ^ ^ 

f 1^ 3TR ^ ^ c2jcr^ TrfcT^erm ^ t ^ f^ ^n kie^ T ^d^ ^rt 
^ 3TR 3lk wkt 3fk cplRiji ^ Plij'lf^d ^ ^ 3TR 
^ ^ t 1 ^ ^ 1?^ ^ Mwj t 3lk TJ4 C||ft)|f^<^ 

^ ^ ;rfcr^eir%I t 3ft7 ^ ^ tTPTT ^JTFTT ’ETT^t I 

ix) mR 3r%^ 3Mkrg?t ^ ^pHt ^ ^ 

^T^ffr^KT S'VfeilRlciTl ct)V^ 3tcR '<icrjai ^ cKilfch fcRg 17 ^ ^ ^ 3TR cfiT 

3?^ qgdcplq^yui MidtkicbH %ITT ^3TKTT t I 

x) cRfr^H vSTT^ ^PTN^ # 3ik \ 3 ^|c;, ^RTH cR^ 

3fk vdejVl ^ ^ ^ f^Tf% Tj^cRff ^ ^?p> T r P l fIf | d ^ I 


i) w<M 

1 . 4^ am ^'i^vd f^. ^ f^Hf^Riid %tt tttt 

i) afk 'jpkft 4 RiPidldiart ^ crpicT arrf an^ trt tjc7 

34 aTR gRT irsTT 37 ^ <T>'^ mnJt ^ cpl+id'i afk ^ktiFr vsw^ v^ddi ^ ar^m 
aRI dMidl ^ aTTm TR MRcr)fdd ^ ^ t I ^f^'RHd WTF^ *** 

TOTT t I 
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ii) ^ #cff ^trfen# ^ 

^ 3TT^ ^ w t I wnJt ^ ^ ^ t 

f^RT^ ^ \jc^<g % I 3TcT: ^Mldcp ^ MIH Hid ^ cpff^R^T 3flR 

f^ 3TRm f%?n t, w fcmR ift 3 tr art^ ^ 

^ ^ Tpjt t I 

iii) 3ik ^ cbU'^m w ^ 1 -08 

3lk 1.80 ^ l d>!/f^ij l 3Tnft t I tot, 3T?T^#iT TOT, ^?T^ 

3m^#ZT TOT ^ fc^ WqV^TH TO7T: *** ^5TeR/^.'SH *** 

^5TcR/?ft.^ ***^5TcT7/^.CT 3T^ * * *TgT^/^.'5H SEflHT 

^ # I 

iv) ^ TOH HTf^ ^ 3TTTO W 144.94% iJ^cT^ 

virm ^ 3TTTO ^ 60.67% SnRTT # 1 vTT’Ht ^ TOH +11^5]^ ^ 3TT?ir? ^ 

48.29% ‘^4qc^T 'STfcT ^ 3TTETR ''R 46.94% 3TTcTT ^ I 

v) tr^ ^ ^ ^ tft ^ ^ ^cTOT eTT^ ^ ^ 3T^ 3T^HPT 

t aft? ■ZTF 3T^ET t^RTT t Pl-ulcf^ ^ ^ ft STT? ^ Mdldd dmqmqj 

2IT I 

vi) f Tjf 2001 ^ ^ciM ^ ft?rH WT ^rfrkr t aft? Pi-uid^ ^ 

TTc^tR t ^?rf^ TTTfi^ ^ ■?!? ar^er t % dclIxlH ^3^T^ 

?3xRt ^ f^rTTO ^ 1 

vii) TO? ^ ?TTO TO ^fWr ^ ?ft^ TO ??T t f^T?T^ ^TOTTH 
^ ??T t aft??^r arm^ tf^ f arft ft toh to?^# I 

viii) TO? TO cT^ far ??T t toto to ft 3TR ^ toto ^ pTHT 

TOT^ HETO ^ ^ TO ft ^ ^ cTOcT % ^ ^TTpft aft? itF ^ ^ 

^ ?TTST I TOT?T f^rfro t ff’ MRchdd ^ TO t I 


■q) TO 
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i) ^ ^ 1995-96 ^ 2000-2001 ^ ’^TT?^ 


^MR ^ McT ^ eTcild"^ ^ t 1 STRITcT^ 3jk flHTT R^^>HR t:- 

(’ft.'en) 



1995-96 

1996-97 

1997-98 

1998-99 

1999-00 

2000-01 

^f$RT 

3jk 

650 

2650 

2349 

3251 

1579 

1794 

t 

3RIT 3TT^Ic1 

2804 


2323 

2028 

1946 


OTiJRT 

3454 ^ 


4672 

5279 

3525 


Rstil 

•fr 1^ ♦ * * 

***** 

***** 

***** 

***** 

***** 

1^ 

★ ♦ -fc * 

***** 

***** 

***** 

***** 

1 

***** 


^MR f|^(%) 



1995-96 

1996-97 

1997-98 

1998-99 

1999-00 

2000-01 

3fR ^5nHt 

18.8 

59.1 

50.3 

61.5 

44.8 

44.7 

3rmid 

81.2 

40.9 

49.7 

38.50 

55.2 

55.3 


ii) ^ 3TR <^gc1 <1ifT ^ ^ afk" ^ 3TR ^ 

^fRT^ ^ ^ t I ^ ft ^ ^ RRRTTJDt ITmeU ^ RjcR<J''M 

Rr£Tt% wr?t ^Tcff ^ cRj^ ^ ^ ^ ^ wj^ ^ vjq-ijVi % ^ ^ 
OTf ^cqj^ ^ ^Icli ^ fcf^ RITT t I ^ ^ 3TR WTT^ sfk 

wfm RF^TTJfTR %:- 




1997-98 ^ 

1998-99 


2000-01 

4\ 

^ Rratn 

100 

84.68 

103.69 

112,04 

114.56 


100 

100.00 

100.00 

100.00 

100.00 

v3T'lilJl(%) 

100 

84.67 

103.66 

112.10 

1 

114.63 
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iii) 3T^ ^ ^ ^ i> fc^ fm 

t ^ t:- 



1996-97 

1997-98 

1998-99 

1999-00 

2000-01 

afrnn ^ t 3TR 

n^a(n)./^.^) 

100 

89.40 

88.58 

82.82 

88.85 

vJ<^K !fc^h' ^nAd 

100 

89.40 

88.58 

82.82 

88.85 

RhI xid^ld Jfecb 
c^ 

100 

90.88 

91.17 

85.50 

91.84 


iv) ^ ^ W cf>4xnfM ^ cTFm 3Tf^ ^ ch*^x||Rii1 ^ ^ 

t f^ ^ ^ 3Tf^ vJcMIcH ^ t I 

v) ^3Tfm[ ^ ^ ^ ww ^ ^ ^ ^ t I vj^ ^ 

^ETK ^ ^ fuRT^r ^ 3tR ^ Tr^c^nj^r rtft ^nf^ an i 

vi) 5T% nfe 3TRIRT n^cenjD? t ^ ^ ^ ft 13fk 

ntf cTnRT rtch t ^ 3lk wn nnr i 

vii) fj^^^^T?n^3TRnn nren t Bn nmn^eJt n# 

tt cRTRTT W ^fcfn t I nr?#sJt f^HIf^HR t:- 



1997-98 

1998-99 

1999-2000 

2000-01 

_ 

n)./toT 

Midi 

cb'^Md 

n)./%IIT 

Midi 


Midi 

4?lMd 

Midi 


55.64 

2349 

45.64 

3251 

46.93 

. 

1579 

52.84 

1794 

fvjlH 

nr 

Bnrar 

nnr 

59.78 

1094 

58.89 

799 

58.57 

729 

69.67 

699 

3T^ 

79.93 

1228 

79.86 

1229 

86.19 

1217 

108.09 

1519 
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(viii) ^ 3TR ^ TTtn cfr^ ^ cf^ ^ ^ t alk cf^r srf^ 1^ 

3f3JcfT WT if cpift ^ cf^RUT ^ ^ t I 

i) t?IN ^ ^ ^ W^ Cfi^ if ^ ^?TW ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ Tpr ^ 31R ^ 3U^ fif^ cf^ ^ t I ^ t 

^ ^ 3TR ^ 'd(^|c;H J+>i'd sfl? 1TR?T ^ ^ ^ 3TR ^ 

3Tr^ ^ ^ f I ^ TJW ^ 3T^ c^ ^TR- t ^Tf^ FTKT 

t fi ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ EITPT ^ ^ ^f ^ f3TT ^ I 

Wf^ fcTWT ^ ^ ^0 3RR f^O ^ 3T^ET f^ ^ ^- 

3TT^ ^ FT^ 3T^g SIT ^ ^ Mzr- ^en ^ tl ^PffrSTT ^ ^ 

f^rf^ y'ftorSt ^ qre:^ 3lk ^ cffr sr^rf^ t i ^ 

W^eff HP; t I 3T^ «!Tfrr ^'t ^^ecpt 3fR ^ cf^ 

3TT#^ ^ ^ ^ cf^t 3TTCI7WW t I ctc^PTfcRT RfT^ ^ ^ 3TcfR^ fcTcRUT ^ ^ W ^TeRP t 

1% cR^ ^ T^t ^ ^ t I f^jf^ ^ ^ 

^ Cf^ i I ^ RW Cf^ cfTt <iR% f^ Tifr^t WTT 3Tf^r^ t I 

FT ^ iff vie^'i^ cfRF FFT ^EJt ^ ^ if ^ Tpff 

cR%f c^ cR?uf ^ W FTM 3T%ccr FTT |3TT t I FT^ T3cqTFT,^^T4^ ^5R#fT afrf ftfjf^t 
F^art cfit arteFT ci^t ar^ft ^ t I cTcnfir ?if arrFcfr ^ ^ cf^t^RT 

cR^ C^ g^RUT ^FT cteff tr 1^ cfRir ^ ePTRTKFRI ^ W I 

Tff^ ^ TJF t^Fltw Fftm ^ t I fctF^n^ FFT^ 3ftR FTT^ ^ ^ ^ET if 
f^rf^ FTR t I 'JaVi ^ ^ if cfirf i^Rci^fH ^ f i ^ifpi ft fftt fft ^?ftt t i 
aTf£TFr?f 5RjFT f^FRT ^ F# ^<^1^ RF t I FT f^tf^ PfTtel^ ^ FT "Tt^ET 
Ef?^ Cf^ Fm ^uiiifl ^ gf^ F?ir FT arjJtEI F?^ t I 

71^ cF> ^fTT^ ^ ^ ^ c^ ^EI if "SRlfiT PlRt<i Ff^TFI^ "^TF FF FIT 
# f^ ^ ^ fcTM F^gF FfM STF FTlf^ld F# t, FT ai^EJ F^ f fcfl TJFtF 
^ 4 aiTFfcId FHId ^ FTTF FT FFFT FFTT 3f^t%F t- 1 ^RR cR^ cf) f^f^TF ’flF F^T ^ 
5TfeTWFI%T ^ FF^ I FTTFT FF4 ^ F# t ^ FTR #| Plf^Rd 

FterSt ^ Fft f^f^TF fM ft F?r?TT tor ft fff t ^tFT^/^MT?,^aMifr, 

Tjf^lfeTF FT^F" aff^ HifcH^'RV f^F*T cf) FFT if aTF ^ ^ FTF-FF ITTRT cf^ 

^'il41d F%F FFTM FF fI^TF tl 

FT^ ^ FF^Ei^ ar^ei %f fit t % FT^arR- c^ f^F ftf fft^ f cRff% ^ 
f^ll^ FF^ f^^tFTTaft iftto affR TFRlf^ FFT^ f^PTf^RdHj . FW 
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3ft7 ^Tf5fv!IT,cf7T4 afk vdM^Vl.cteT.tf^ ^ 

^erft^ t I ^ 3Tf%^ iFW 1^ f^f^FT ^ ^ ^3rfN-xT^ ^ 

fc|(>i'^ vj'wn^l cf^T 'ticf?ci f^lddl I +imqu«^ ^T '3?TR-^rsr^ '5^ 

vdcMi< ^ feP? fctftr^ t’l ^ cFPF’ ^ ^ I 

W cF 5 ^ 3 Tf^mpt ^ ]?TfS[ct^ ^ ^ ttftT t % ^ ^ ^ ^r 

TT^ cf?t ■’T^ft Wcf ^ (cll+lH i^'i 4)3TR tlHM WTR ^ I ^TFT^ ^T ^ ?Tc|^ cptf H6rll 
t 3FFT- 3FFT WTT^ t I 

aNT 

fcm^ -zif t ^rrf^ 10.60 Mlciiiid ^ t i 

^ ^ 3 T^£I lJ^ 53 Rft ^«IT ^ M?r ^ ^ ^STT ^T Pi #d chi' ^ 

^ STJ^Sfr C^ H>!'W’< f^Eft ■f I 

^5TT 1 ^ P=rat% ^rre^ 27.94 ;rf^ 3 T 8 m 248.3 an i ^ ^ sjfei 

^ttpt ^ % vJcMIdd WTcT ^f n^rf 3RT 4Rc|;^H ^ t ?ft ^ RFFt 3lk 

f^ ^ ^ cfiRR PRita ^ ^nf^ 350 

3T8mT 3Tte ^ W ^ I 

BTTRT W ^ % Piuii^cti ^r WT HTfypT ^ ^ ft t ^ ^an ^ ^ t % 

^ BTPr ^r srf^ |t t 1 cpt ^ 2000 ^ 24.257 #t 

^ ’TT^ ?Tpr ^ 3jt7 ^ 2001 ^ 4 9249 f^feRPT ^ ^ FTPf ^ ^ I ^ WR "JT? 

t 1% WcT g)t 3Tcrf?r 2000-01 if. ^Pt ^ W ^ff cff|TT^ 31^7 vJdTT^ 

gWf if 3 T^TTT^qTc?f ^ ^ ^jRW 3 TRlte BTf% ^ t I 

FT Plf^ 5nteT^ ^ Ezn^ if ^TF W cTTFT FTT^ f^RfR if 10.60 ^ 

FTf^ F ^ifpr ^ ^ ^ t darff ^ iff ^ t I 

ft ^ ^mart ^ wr if Pini^i'dR iff aTPmT^ ^:- 

(g>) Tff^ ITTF^ if Wtr ^ 3T?f^ ^ 2000-01 t ^ % pRrW ^ ^ 3TRTr t 

iwffch' cTF ^ ^ ^ aTTEfR ^ 'RSrTT t I JIcPS^ ^ ^ ^ t % ^ 

Md^ if ^ ^ 3 T^ ^ ^rPTT sdMd^ ^RTf t I 

(j? ) w^m 1 if aifteft ^ arif^ fir^ ^ imr m i 

^«TT if ^ ^3^ IR ^ H? ^ iTFRnjot t % W aTf Pprfd^ % Prf^ 

Fterff ^ ^ ^JxRT afk f^l^FT fircTT^ ^'M’dil OT? t I 
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T]. cfr^ ^ t ^ FT srj^ei ^ Fften i 4 f^Tfe Ftor^t srt 
3TWTT ft ^ ^ ^ ^ fcpl? cf^t ^M^ijchdl t ^ TjWf 

^r FFft c^ w-dieT-rf ^ ark fkqkF ^ t I 

cfF^ gRT ^ Fff ^JtRT ^ aimr? ^ enFT cfF ^ cfF ^ fcTFT 

ft 'dcfri I if f- FftSTT 1 ^T ar^Ff FT fcpETR ^ F ^T%Rk FTFT aik ^ aTF >ft4^ 
FTFT I 

^ 5Rff?T ^ t fcTr ^ ^JFT^ ^ F^T eTTFT ^[?lWt t F ^ FoT 

FTFT FTf FTTf Fft t aTSTF mRcI^H FTFT FTlf "flf # I FT vjdl i dd ^ FTFT^ 

FF dcMIdH ^ '^4cJdl dMIdcnl F5FFT ^ddl F^T FT arj^tT F^ f I ^ FF FTF t 
f^ FTFT ^ ^ F3ck FT FT^ M ^TTFT ^ FT^ F^T'^ FH t cfT F? arj^m 
1 ^tF FTF t % ^ F^t FT f^F? FT^ ^ aTTFFfFT t I 

F^If 1 ^ ^tFT F^ ^TBk FetTFT ^ 3T^F7 TScFFT ^ efRcT 890 aF^tc^t 
FdF^/jftOFT ^ d'!d FF *T^ I 

^ ^ tcFFT FT FFF t Rti FiRdI % aTFft ^T^J 3TTF?TTFF3Tt ^ arjF? ?TFnaft Ft WFF 
t I ^ ^fMld fki? FtRFi aTFH ^3Ff^ af^LllRlF F^T ^ ^ ^eTF ^ 40,000 
^OFT t I Fff TTFR FtkF ^f vl dll debt ^ arto «TFTT ^ FFTF ^ # I FT^ 
FFF ^ afR S|dl4 ^ fRlJ aik vJFTFfr R cFTFT 4-5 F^ ^f^FTj ^«TTf^ F? kt 
afk ^ hfk ^'<iFl RfH afk ^ (4[4)41 F" ftft dd'^d'ki ^fcT w I Pt^ildd) R i R^d 
FT k F^Jefr eldid F Rrqfd FY ^ t afk FST # FT^T aT^ FT4 4) iRc^ dMH ^T 14^ ift 

FT T^ ^ I ^’rfFFT F% FFTFT aTFft ^ dMId ^ FF F f4sf)t FFft 3tk ^ 

FffPF fRt ^ t I 

^ FFT ^ FFRF 3TF t 4kt FtRFf FFT^ ^ 3TFR TFT 4) ^ | fed 

t Rid4 4 FF FF T^ #4 I FFf^.feif^F ^ FFH? F ^ ^ FF^taF F FFf FT T^ 
TJF F^ f^FT FT TTFF I kF% W t FFFTEft FTF FFTF RRn^ FTF t I 
kratcTF^r F^t FF MHlRld FFF FtF Rf) FF^ FT^taF FTTeTF cTTFFF Ft f^j 3TFFF t 

^tf4) fttfRf f^jf^ afk FiWf ^ i ^rrfkF Fkpft ^ttt FcMiRd f^ ftf F)T ^ ftft 

F)t FTFRFftFF c^ aTJTF FF FTF Ff^ I 

FF ^ ar^F Rft ff ^ Rrf^ Ffte^ ^ RratRcr fft fRif ^ fft^t 
RiFfeiRdd ^ aTPicii'4 t- 

(F^ FF FF FF t f^T Uf^ ^ FT F^ FFR ^ FTFR ^f aTcTF 

f,RF ^ c^c^iM ^ afk Rf^ FRrFr?t c^ ttf^ FkFR ff^ f^F afk ffI ff F^t 

FFR F5t FiFFT^t FT FFF t ^ckMt M MRtF FFJt FT FFftF FT TFT t 
WfkF c^ TF ^r Ff^ F^ RfTFT FFFT t I FFtt FTTT F^ FFT FT ^FiRTF^T f^FT FRF 
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THE GAZETTEOFINDIA. EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I —Sec. 1 


^ efFRT elMld ^ ^ R'ciK ^ 

t I ^ ^ ^ % ■G?iKr ^ tit ^ y,*rPfHW ^ 

clFM ^ cTFM "pfHT t 3IT TTWT t I “ift ST^ET ^ fvRm TWT^ t 

^ TET^ ^ ^ ^tRTIT TmFito rr??T ^ ^NTft cfj TTfe^ TW 

ijRcjgH ^mT^ ^ -ii ^ t i Mcrai ^ 

1%t!jt w I ^ Tm ^ #fcT "ift arf^rar^ #rn w ^ 3tt^ 

^ ^ cfiTT ^ ^ 1 ^TT^ 3TcTM "q^ 3rg^ W 1^ q5t Tj^t cfFM q^T Tjq? 

^ ^ ^ cRJcT TR^ I Piqidch ^ TTPTjft ^ ^qVl 3T^ 

qqr ^ I ^ Ocfifum ctfrt tt I^rtt qR^ Tm ^ qq^ q5t TT^.f^H^ 
w qq vJMqVi qqr ^ 1=rqR ^ q5t arrqqqqqTT %\ 

P i ^qq qgr 11% Mq qq qrqr ^gqqr q5t qr^nr qqqq ^ q^wr ^ 

3TmK qr Pf^n qqr jRftq ^ # i ttw: ^if^ q5t enqq q^ qqqq qT^ 
f^qtqq> giTi Tfiqrft qr Pfqj qxj g^d <34 qr gift q^i qqqrqqj eVii i 

^) 3<^RqS1 ^sTcT^ ^ T5q ^ eRc|^ wmtt a Mq q^t q^TR q5t 14q?t arq^tq^t 

'Sid'<l 4 ^ I ^ Pi'^ldcp q>t q>f^d Prqfq Rq>) qF^ ^ I q?f qfF <q6di TTFcT ?tqT 
f^ T^qqft ^ T5q ^r f4qto qq wtr 4 qq^ f^^qr ^ i qqq t Pratq q^t ^ 1^ 
oqmiRqi ?rR3T q^t hi4ci ^ ^ I Rh'^ qf^ did qR<Tq ^ q^fRqr qT?T RdT m<ii % ?ft ^ 
q^t q^ qjqr ^ qqqq aftr^ stcFT qR^ arrqrqq^ t l 

q) EznqR qq ^fr:- EznqrRq^ t^t qq qq^ qrqq qrf^ qRqqq % ^rqRrq q^ t i qRq q?f 
Mqfq afrf eRcj ^ czqqR qq ^ ttfr ^ t I arPr qrfurq q^ qR- 4, (q^ Mqq? afR 
eR^ qqfrq wtr q^ TrqR t^t qq # 1^ qR q^ # (^) a^Pr qrl^, qrqq qrf^ q^ ar^m 
q^ arto # I 

Ei) qRqfrqq arijct qrqRRtr qq qR?frqq qnqTRr ^ ^ ^ qqiqq 4t t 

qRfrf^ qqqqq ^gtaart ^ ^ wnqq 4 ^ RTcfT t ^qrf^ Tj^t ^jqqqq rfft ^r 
ar^ 'ddfri q4 PtqqdT q^ qq qfqqq ■^, fci^oi TR qq "araf^ vjqrfqq eiMid qq RrofqR 

TRT \^1' T? qq f^qR qR^ qrq Rbqi vjini I 

^5.) ^ ^:- PiqW 4 q^ qqft ^ aqqR qq q^ qq^ qrqr q^ Rqqr t I 

arqqqT Rmta 4 gqq qqq^t qq aqqrq qRqr ^ qR t i am: q? FTcfr q^ ^ 
arq qrqrq^ ^ qnq ^r MqEq ^^rtq^ qq qrqr ^ qR qq^mr t I 

(q) ^eif^H ^:- vSl'dif^ q?^ qq ^ t, Ptqto 4 t^ ^Jctt qq 5 <ii#q t 
^ qT^qq qq ^ei^q qq Rtw fcqqr qqqr qrf^ I l^iPr ^ f d i j)d q^t wqqq 

qqqq, qqr ^ xj ^Tf%q ^diild q5t ijtjf vjcqidn qqqq xqf^ i 






[MFTI—-qroi] 


MRn TCT wri: «rai«JRU| 


u 


gRT Mic*i 

^ ^ ^ 3)i?fq4v>i’i wt ^ ^ ^ ^ i <ft<?l'^>( 

^ 2000 ^r 378.35 #T ^ tiRf ^ qj vPlfty 2001 ^ ^ 144.482 

^ ^ WT W t I 

3TcT: ^ ’TTf^ ^ 3T1^ t ^ ift SZTH W 

^ # 3fk ®IM #7 TJf?! fRT elPm ST^lOT^ ^ I 

^TW^ ^>Rq ^ ^ ^ Hi^HNoil ^ ^ ^ t I ^ ^ 

Wf ^ ^ ^ f^WT 3mmT t S^: 3T^ t ^ ^ ^ Wf[T^ vjq^ 

^JcHT 41^ 1^«t>c<7 3TW^ I 

qpR gRT 

^«n 1 ^ W TTcTcTT t WT ^ t 3ft7 3R ^ ^ t 

I 3THM, ^ iiR ^ ^ ^ ^snw ^ ^ ?^r fifrf^r ^ ^ 11 wr 

^ ^ ^ ^ ^33RIT t 71? tIRcT ^ ?I? ^ ^ ft 3TR 

^r fT? Tt^ ft STT^ 3fk ^ ft ^ 3TR (^fT^fT ^f ft 

3TT^ ^ 1^ratf[ ft "Hm ^ ^ 7^ t I FT ft 71? ffRJT W ^ f I 3Rf ftf^TH 
^ TTm ?T? ft 3TR g5t eTO ^ ^eRT ^ ft cR? f ^ t I ?*TM fff^ % 
ff? lif T7T y«bK ^ pci'll ^7 ^[ff 3 iimRi »Tft 1 

9rf^ 3<t7 3)i'tuiic*iib ^raq 


«Tt^ RTR^ f ?f mft ^nfer 3TI7ITcft 7^ ^jTRT, tfft? ^ ^ ^RiJI 3Tqf 
3T«rfcra77 cft^ ^ ^ ^ iR fclf ^ ttvSI^ ^ Tj:^ % | ?Tcnff> ;5 7 M I <1H ^ 
^ ft FTM cpH amsr 7?T t ff5^ ff^, <?mR ^ ^ ttfI^ ^ ^ ft 
?TTgjN5t^^f^ t 3^7 xpr ft 3TR ^ ^zirtR f ?f ^TRT ficIT 7?T t I 

t^ff^ t ffj TifTTR ^ tWfR ^IdT'ttfl ^ TRrt^ ^ffften t I vJcMKH, tfsft 
7f5t RR, tf^RT cRT/?Tff anff ftft ant^ ^ ^ w>]; 

Hiciflft ^ f g5t vsnft I f ^ ^sT^l^frl ft 7RR Wt 

ft ^ecq'i^f % TRff? IRT^ f) ?fS7I q?^ ^ f % in^ viTlft t I 71? ft 
f^ff^ t ffj ^ ^ ^ ^ RTTf^ f Tfr ^ETR fan t ^ ii i dif f ft 

7i<?^ ^ ffenTPRT ft cpRUT ^ f ^ t^nfrf 1^ ^ t fft ^ Wf^ ^ 

^ RRT ^ftRld # I ?7T iraiR ^ TTftOT f qfcj EfJT ^rf%f?T If^Jt iJ^Ti 

3lk 3TT7nf^ RRH ^ q|q ^l5t^ T^ ^ f ^ 

d^lNl W 71^ 1 ftTltf^ ?R^ ?Rr VJMc1*y ^RTTtt "nTlft cRTcT Ttfft Tj;^ ft f75T 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I —Sec. 1] 


^ WcTT t ^ ^ SrfcT HlfSET ^ t, fvRT^ ^Ej^gTTfcr 

cTEHT ^ ^ I 

^ ^ Tlf^ 3IT^ ^ ^TmIK ^ ^ ^ t I ^ 

3mM ^ TfEI if ^ ^ 3TT?M Tf 

^ eliqvjj^ci 3TfiTfcf<?jY ^ ^ I 'Jf44) ^ 3TPTTtT ^ vdeiVl 

^ STftifrltpy ^ pel'll ^ ^ ^ I 

PiHfciRad ^ ?f«2fr ^ ^ ^ fifrfrr ^ ^ t- 

^) ^ y^c^ sIMK 4 \id«41 Wdrll ^ vdcMlRcf 'Hl'il Hid ^ <344 3ft? 4ec41 did 

3Frf^ ^ ^ eHTcTT3ft ft sft? ^ ift ^ ^ McTcfft ^ WIKT eHT?n ft I 

^) ^RKcT ft ^ ^ ftr ??T ft ^Mr t? ^ dwchi^ m\n 

T? ??T ft I ?H('51 vicHiciH dIHd ftr ^ T?ft ft 3TTft ^c4J qcsi^ ^ f^Tfft ft Tftt 

ft I 

Tf) 3TTqT?ft ^ ^ ft 3T?^ITto wft ?ftt ft sft? ijRuil^: fRc| ^5^ 

3EHT 'fllHid 3nTft vifcid f^spii i?? ftcT E? ??T ft I 

y) mcidM ^ Wft ^ ftt ’eRcI 3ETft eR^IcH HTf^ ft "gETR Tftf ^ 

^m\ ft I 

(^.) ^?fHT ^ TM Tmr ft ftr "Eft ft l ^ cPRuy ^ 3TW Tt^t ^ 3TT? 

vScTRT NC|4 ^ ^|t4I ftlHl ejT I 

W) ^5?ftfT ^ 5TW BEftHT IWT ft ^ ?FT ft I tRrFTcT: ^ cfTT 

vJHHIh S|(p| 4 ^ feP? 31^ ^?^3ft ^ dCIKH cfj^HT H'51 ®JT I 

Tft ^Tdl? ft y^c^ Vi eft H ^ fft'ddi cEH ?fT ft sft? i|R "c^lRill ft 3lNld T? TTETftftt ^dch 

vifftd WI ft Tftt <^<*1^1 ■'Nl ft ^?rft 3ft? Riyiqd ftft ftl ftHNdl ft I 

31) ^T3TR ft ^ 4?^ ft fftftR TTd4 ft ft chftdlRft ft Hft«ld ft ftyidd 3fTft 

ft I 

?t) Tjftftr ftr cim 4^4 ftft ft ^?Tft fftro ft si^yft 3 tt ?ft ft I yRlvwft ftfti ft 

■^EH? dift ft fcHl^ Wd4ftl ft EFT eFTlft ft ftfft 4RT? Tftt ft I fft*^ 41 dd Fflft ftft ft fftft?T 
3IdT‘4cM^) ftr dTftft I 3IcMT 41? fftft?T ftt ^?Tft WK TW? 4ftf fttft cfftfft fftft?I4Klt3ft 

ftr 3J4ft fftft?r 4?dm 44 4ft?fT 4ftf ?ftrrT I 






[VFTI—TgTJg 1] 


'TOT Tr3T*T^T ; aTOTVTT'JT 
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3T5^ 11% ^TTfff^ TTf^grHt^ 3TTETN ^ 3T^rf^ ^SIcR cTPJ ^5^ ^ 

^ ^ I f^f^Rjd ^ EZTPT ^r ^ fT? ^ ^:- 

1. WET aTcrfSr ^ ^ f^rafcT^ ^4 l^ratfT # I ^ cT? ^ t ^ 

TTTcT ^ chVicil Pl'iNd ^ 3TT^ # I vjljxfi^'iid 

arciflr ^ ^ ^ ^ i cf^r ^ 

TratftTcfj ;5j^ 3TTEIR^ I 

2. 3T^ ^ ^ 'cJOHiq ^ f3TT t I ^ '^cEfj sfR" ^ ^ 'Hcbdl 

t I epTTT^ m ^ vEnffTy ^ ^ 

^Tcft erf^ xW'ii % TTf^g^Hhr ddMi I 

3. ■'H^Nd ^51T WET ^ ^TTftcT WTf^cbl-Jt ^ ^NM ^ ^ ^ 3TFM 

^ cTPJ ^ ^ I 

4. ^nftcT jnRrcjjiy) ^r ^tct w7 ^ ^ ^ qfhf^ch ^ 

^tRer^%T ^ %T5TR?T cf?t sjt ^ ^ tTPT^ g©T cfJW w 1 1 

5. Efn^ TTT^ ^ ^r ^ MddJ ^ Rl7j% ^ if arPNlf^^ 

^ fHT t I 'ticl"'! cllfc^epl ^ W W^TdT # fcp RrzrfcTEp ^ cpT^ ^ ^ g5^ 

TTT^ ^ W^T ^ ?TFTcT ^ ^Hlf^d ^ t I 

6. vhfTTf^f? ^ ^ ^ ^ iff ^ Hmc^l ^TPH t, 3?TfSj^7T^ ift WT<T f 

^raRlcT Hici ^ *11*1 cil ^ PlMd^ ^ ^RcT^HtET ^ sdltTcf ^ ^rra? t I 

E|^ ^<arl ^ TTieJ^ t f% 3Tt^ tjRc|J4l'iJ antfR ai^Rdf) Tgy^ 

^ ^ cRRT WJ I 

3ISlf^4)KtP 

f^rfe mfijEiTT^ SRT PitilRd **** ^ 3TaTfrR?R ^jc^r c^ cf^ f^uruft ^ 

^ % I 

2. dlKtldcof I^Tiflx 


^) ftlTRT^ \5cMI4 art^ <t^«iS[«lt4 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I —Sec..1] 


i) 3FTR ^ ^ ^ 3TR ^ vdcMiq'l cpXdl '^4. ^ ^ Tft 3ff^ A. 

giyi ^ I STIR ^ ^ aiR ^ ^ xft ^ cTSTT ^RR SRT vicMlf^cT 

XH ^ 3TR Wm ^R^ ^ t 3TxT: 3TRlTcft XR ^ ^ aiRRWW ^ I 

ii) 3TXTR iQ'^'t^vji gRT ^^xng^T fcfJXJ XjIT^ ^7^ Xpf <St 3TR ^ ^ il'Sl XK Hici*i'<lkfl' 


2. anfagr iTR^ ^ ijteftji y xj^fm xrf^ gm ftr^rfcrf^ ^ %:- 

i) 31XTR XJ^ ^ 3TR ^ ^ M ^ vdcMI«?H ^ ^RcH ^ XJcxn^ ^ ^ tft ^ ^fR «fRR 

5RT I 

3. ITRff ^ ^ gRT n?:- 

i) sntertt ^ ^ vJcMlI^d XJ^ ^ 3TR ^ 3fR fStl^FT WR ^ 

^ xsitn ift snm i 

^) 5^ 

1. aiftrer ^ ^iftn ^ gm f^^^rfcrfeRr fe? f:- 

i) A. 31XIR % ^ grar f^ t%^v^t^ 3nfxi^xRf 3rig5% t ^fk xft 

^ 3TR 3Tt^j^ X7^ Pi^>: XR' ^ f^qi % I TRT % PlR=c MlfStei^ixl ^fif fcRefW ^ 

fcTXJ ^ xft ^ 317^ xj^ xj^ ^ 'tl'(<Pl'?) 3TT^5^ xr xjtT 3i^'<|tT f^RlT % I 

ii) X3^im ^ 1994-95 ^ 28% t 4^ 2000-01 4 52% dX97 xrgiEr ^ 

XJTO 'ddlKH 1994-95 ^ 2452 "^iXT 2000-01 ^T 5280 XJH^ xfl^T W # Xift 
'*1? Rt^ ^R5n % ^ ^ xft ^ ^RR gRi pjiula ^ XTeftri ^ 5T1% *7^ 

if t I 

iii) 3 ihr xj?t aTR ■^Rxng^r >d'cq cimio 'W ^ vicMid "^RT^ % sfk 

'titi'^i 7^ 3igVq ‘iRuipi'i \3cMi^ ^ ^ ^ tpKoi (pT^ Hlel ^ XSP^ cplndl 

arf^ ^UNR XR p|7jiiui ^ ^sng w ^?Rt^ ^ aidm^bi^) «Rr?rT ^ ^rxjt ^ 
ft 7?r 11 

iv) Rtfe Tntokt <5)t xf^ "^t ^ ^ fiTR^ afrf ^ ^iRXiT 

RPx"! ^tft *1^ Rl«ifciQ> '<«l'S XR 4lC’l'<l'iil ^c<P ePTT^ feixf dtiVl ^ 

aifMr XR ftrjR XSR^TT ^ml%Xf I 




[ vrm 1—1 ] 


MTOf -SFI TTsm : 
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v) 3NT7 ^ Tj;?!! 80% ^ sito cm? ^ 13f^r ^ ^ silcr ^ ^ i 

vi) mR ^ 3T5mTf%^ ^ 3m ^ #t cRttf^ 3^^ ^ JiRcTT ^ t 3jk 

^iitf^Tdl ^ ^ ^ |3rTt^^^^^3fk mR ^ 3TFITcfr ^ 

3iT^ WR( ^r ^ ^ ^ I 

2. arfe^cT ^ >5tfm q R^ti g gm Ri ^ Ri fei d ^nr 

i) 3Ttrm ^ ajtr^ swctt t, ^ 5 tit^ ^ 3ttt g?t ^ ^ cfw^ ^ 
^FfrcT ^ t I 

ii) Prf^tci ^Tfter^ ^ 3r^^ f % f^?er?M ^ ^ v^t ^ sni i?5 ^ 

3Tt^ xm xfr xft 3Tm 3ng?% m ^ ;51TTR ^ ^ 1^ t I 

iii) 3mR srdci^'i xje^i 3Tte ^ wnft M t aff? Frm t i 

iv) vjr4^ ^ 3TR ^ X^|xr XJ^ MIcHM xj^ XJjT EITH ^ ^ ^:?3^ ^R^dFld l^ffFT 
xjc?T ^ 3lto^ t 3lk ^ xpT ^ 3TR^ 3 TFITcT ^ ^ xpn t 3ft? X3^ xjc?I ^ 
Fxx t I 

3. xn?cT ^ ^idtn ?ttr gm ^Fnfcrf^d fit;. 

i) XSTTET ^ 3mf^ 30.9.2001 ^ ^ ^TlflXT cprf^ f^Tf% A\ ^ 

'Hcf> I d^jVl ^ f^Tvjft xj^ 3tc?rf?m? cfm % 3ft? 4?r^ STTR ^■^'t^vji f^. cf?T 
3lf?m) 4?mci| |3TT t I 

ii) 3Txn? cf?T PtcMKd ?T^ X3 tTXT ??T % 3ft? 'd«lcS ^?ft ^ STMicfl ^ cbi^iiJl ^ 

sirf^ ^ f^? <?il4 ^m?xxnFm? ?mEf % i 

iii) %?i 3IXTT? ^ «Txt^ ^ t 3ft? ^ XJ^ C^ TOTchl^ x^cf ^ T^fFT f | 

iv) 3 imk x^T ^ 3n? 3ft? 3HI xf^ cJtT vJcMIc;'^ cf??cTT 'll' Rjl'dA oUIMk dcMic; fctfct^JcTT ^ 
c?rxr ^ XT]^ fjtc? x^m 3ft? qRuind: ^ cf5^ ttm cHt srf^ ^Mcit W? ^ 
XTX5?n t cTen f^f^lfecfi/fcmm XJ^ IT? f^4^| XT ^ ^ cf?T?xJT ^'Xfcft ^ xj]^ x^? 

3icT?t^t^ ftpPH'iclIsft ?TTXT^ BT? X5TT% t I 

V) 31x?R cm x^rfe ^-^CTPT XT? f^FT ^ X3i^ tf? cf5W XTT^ ^ urrl c^ ^[T?^Tf^ TTf^^f^ 
c?TXTcT 3ft? 3TFr ?3 t^ ^ t I 

vi) 3TXTT? ^ 'icMm’l ^ ?fiXT ^??T fstsf^t vicMiq^i cHMlcI 3TTf^ cfTT fct?^ f^WT ^ 

1 

vii) 3TXTT? XFr^3TT?, X^^3TN3ft?XXxrxj?T3TT?X^t^ xTcfTR ^ ?^ c^ ^cXfT^ c^ 

cTT^ fcf?g^ 3m?JI t 1 

viii) ^ ^ xT^ xmm ^ ^ 3fr? xrrexrM ^ MA p?^ 

Pt?^ ^ c+)|?ci 3T^?T?t^ dlf^? 3|cb|vd^'ti ^ful^t^?! 3ft? 3ft?)?1 Txxf fc??^ ^ X^? 

^ ct^iR^it vjnxff mrflxT I 


2905 Gl/2002—3 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA. EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I —Sec. 1] 


3RT ft’W 

i) Pfltel^ % 7.12.2001 ^ ^ ^3^ ^TtoT ^ 3I^^RW 

^ I 

ii) 4 ^itf^ tnfeR^ RT.f^.^f?! 3Tn?T^ t ^ 4 

^ f^iei ^raKiT 1 3fk jntei^ 4 31^^ t ^ ^ 4 3i?nT ^ ^ 3^k 

4 3RI ^ ^Tlf^RT ^ W t ^ HI? igHHif ^5^ 

?*T ^ ^ sflY ^ ^ vjqqWr 13^ ^ ^ #q 

31^^ 'vjir^ ^ 4 iTTfcW4 TIT. f^. ^ 3TTgR t I 

2. 3i%or ^ gm f^r^if^fercf ht? f- 

i) ^ IJcWT 4 IJH f^ 131 

cj41f^ vU'cjj glVI l?q 4 3TR HFT ^ 6.67% cllf^cfj v3cMI<^H 6)ul ^ I 

3. ^ ol^ ^ ^ 4WT 5M f^RfolfeRT HI? 

i) ^ ^G#fT ^ IJ?T f^lM W cTH'dR IRHH M eFTT^ 4 ilf^TT ^ 

HHeil 3f)Y ^Kcilil 3^ f^RnTcIl^ff 5RT q^ HTHR 4 HTH 13HT4 

gfv^'ei ^ t I 

ii) UM^lJcH q^ slk Rq^cT ^44 t ^ 4q 3W cFFTR q4 ^fWTT q44 afR 
q^ 'W'ri uR'piq'i ^HTiiq q^t ^r4t qiRi? qnT4 q4 HBq^ 4 qriq htR 3fR 4 icq 44f 
Rlter^ ^ ^THfET f4fr4 TRT^ ^ fen? qqfq aiqqqR^ qiRg 3iqT3^4fq ?Rrqq4 
34Tl44fT iRf^q4 iTcp 4R 4qTYq4 1314 qiRi? I 

3. Rqtq^' ^ ftqR 

1. 4^^f^qf ’^^ftqroT q?. % ^ 4 4t) qiIRqi 3TR 4 

i) 4. am 3r4 tthtr 4 i?q 4 3 tt3 hh Bqqqq q4 hrctt ti4 4 4444t3fR4. 
qiq? 5RI qqn? 13TI? 13fl3 3NTir 4 45 4 4 4 4t ^ ijcHtRcT 4^ 4 W3 q4 t 

3Tcr: q? HFIcTT Rerfl v3^ 'qiqTciq 4 4 I 

ii) Rft 2 RqqY 4 i?q 4 3TTY t 44 f4 qfq44(4g i?q 4 3TT3 qfr mR 453^151 ^ 
'JHiiRd q4 f^qr 131^1 T'dRn? ^ M hy f44t tthh? hit qinq 44 ^chi q4 erqrqr 

l3TqTqTRi? 1 

35. mdM 




[MFTl—1] 


: 3)«IUKU| 
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i) ^ ^ ^ W?T^ ^ ^ w 3mt?t (^ afr an?) ^ ^t>!R 

T7^ ff 3TR ^ f^i^FT ^ BTH^, f^ ^ "nt ^ ^ 

f^ ^Wr ^ ^ 3RT ^ ^r f^raf?T ^jWr ^ ^ 3tt^ vjhci«) 

% I 

ii) 4 ^ ^ ^ ^ afr? 3RT^?ft^ »n4 ^ ?P^: **** ?mT “** 

^5reR/4r.'5^ ^ %5t ^Wr ^ ^FT^Fpff ^ ^ t I 

iii) ^ tft 4r ^ m. f^. ^ 111% 111% ^ 

^ Cl«n ^ ?Fm **** ^51cR/ift.-5^ ****'3Tcn/ift.'CT 

****^1c 17/4.^ ****^51c!R/4t.^^ ****^5R1T/ift.'5^ cfeil **** ^ ^ftiTI W 

ctei tR w^FFfi ^ ^ ti^. ^^^>^4t%^■If^ ^ ^ 

iTRcT % f^ratcT «fl^ fcl^diait ^ IF? % v5Tflf^ %. 3F1N 5'S'<^^ f^. STH 
3if^ vJ4ll1^3ft ^ ^ Ilf t ?1«T1 omR ^ ^ ^ gw 'WHW'IvjH **** 

^5ieR/4.'5g HHi vrnr giffi? i 

iv) W?igj % ^ ^ 1? gF^r sin ^ czrft w sim yigfr ^ % 23-24 aiw, 

2002 g^ f^a^Tci % c^ g? xft # c^ 5 ifm % g5t gf gim gpfl M ^ 
Tjgcw gRif t I 4 ^ ft # % yitor^t f^gigi 10 . 6.2002 g> ^ ^xr % 

f%gtg? 27 arw 2002 gf gg t afig gig# % aigft ^ w 

^51^ % fr^, t^fig g^tgg # ^g^ ^f^gi f%g # gggg gng gf R^tdi gg 4sf#i 
ggig ggi # g mt gg gg^^gw gg gagg gpigf afig ggngg eiigg % fMg mt gg 
agtni^ f# gig# aig^ ggi^gRtT g5t afg ezng Rdigi % I 

v) f. # # ft gft ^ 'dfciVi % gft gf gjg grgi gsn ffgi f^Rtt ggvttgJt gigfiJg ^ 
gigg % 4# gf gi4 grgi # gigg % ft gigi#^ g^t gtg g^t t i gggig ?gr ggg 
f aigg # f#? 7.5% ^ gigratgigt g5t gtg g5t gf % I 

vi) g? ff4g f^ ggr t f. aigig # # ft gft # f#? gt^gf#i gngg # gi^ f 
giter5t gf gg f w g?T 11 aigig sri f. # # ft gft # gigg % gg^ gigg gf^ 
ggigr ggi gen gigg> % i 

vii) 4#^ftgttfg?ft gi#g f4gi t ft af agf g5t f^jfgg? giftag # ftgig gff 
gigg gft f^gr ggi % gsji tf# # agggg ^ gg emg Rdmi t altg f. # # ft 
gfr f#? ggggg gngg g> ^>jcgtg5gi ^ f#? ggngiPrg? <ggt gf cqrg % ggjf # f#? 

gj?T t I 

g. ^ 

i) 4 # # ft gfr f gito4 # f^gtg? 10 . 6.2002 g^ gg gfR % ^3#g #r |f 

^ c^ g4 f f^ETR gggg t f^rgif g^ fffg % f4 f4ifgg> giftsn aigl^ # ftgpi 
gRg gf gg ft 3TR # Piiitdt f ggtgi gntt agftafgfjfjftgftsigi gig^ # 
ffgtgt % g^gnjf ^ gff gtgiggi gff# if. ^fjftgft^gFft fffg ffRU 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA EXTRAORDINAJ IY 


[P^RT [—Sh\ \] 


w t fcT?^ ^ ^ ^ f%cH 

erw ^ ^ t I ^ ^ 1it atr 3TT^ ^en ^ 

^ffTPT ^ Cf^ tft ^ ^ 1TR?T ^ f^rqtcT cter i ^ ^ t cTSJT it 3tt 3TTt it^R 
■frr^itJi ^ ^ 3TcnjRi ^ ^«t ^ # i ^ it tiRi t i. i> it 

it ^ Pl4ciM ■JJT ITR^ ^ f^rat?T f^ it 3TR ^ cji^ 4il<?1ct 4'i^ ^jit 

11 

ii) ^ fiRT trt t ^ it 3TR ^ mR cit ii£f i anto f^jf^ ^ 

^JRjrcfR cfT?^ cfi ^3^ c||f^<U| viT^t i H'^^TcRt ^ ^ WRT i 

3rri ^ it 3TR cf5T cfiit %, i gRT ^cMlRd STR ^ ^ fc^ 

STWT FcTRR c3FR fii?r ^ 3TFT 3rnfi ii^I i 'Wlfi^ 5PTR ^ 'MHlilf^cl cfRR 

1 KTH i I 4R ^ ^ ^ ^ 3nw?^RRT t fi^ 

cnf^ i ^3^ ^ it 3TN ^ ^ ^ 3TR n^cR ^ fcP? ^nterit gwr tifiR 
c^FTir 3ft^ eRFT^ft m tiRT WR i fiHRH fiRT RJTT t I i. 3RR c^fichd gi 
sTf?r ^5tfR it Tpr it 3fR ^ alkixFt ^ oRR ^ ^ 

;snit ^Tft^ cliffy 3.85% it ?Fit t i i^rterit ^ ^ irt fif% it 

3TR ^ ^ 3TTi it ^ Piykui cfi i eTP; ^ ^3^ vdcMIT^ 

WfRT i 5% ?Tm ^ vjit^^R cfvRT I 

iii) it 3Tt 3TTi i 3 rr Fit^ it cter 

^ 3FTR^ fiatt ^itFcT it fiTeRRT i WTT I 

iv) 3RR i 3R;fiF ^ it ^ argitT iiRn i fi? ^ it 3 tr iiit ir 

^ ^ Fit ir ^ 13ft7 F«it Fi ^RT i ^3 f^ frt eirr cit Fii 

Fit i I 

v) i. ^ it it i i. 3TFR it TR 3TTi it ^ pf£(t^I ig ?RTTit cfF it ^pTTF 

fiFT i I 

vi) A. sTFR iitititsnii^Tj^FFTititsTRi 3 ttftf ^ iiF i tifiR 

TTRRitF 3nFo% ti<? t FT Mlf^Icbl'S) it atfcTF WF it HchRH it ^TFF fiFF F^ FF 
FW FltF FfimF ii FF arTFF FRi t FTfi> tiTetFW FF OTFR fi^rfcRT F ir F«tT XJF7 
^FTFF FtiRT FF FTcTF fiRT ^ FFTti Fli F^ iJF it F it I 

F^. 3TR 

i) FTfFTFFj i FeiRj fiRT t tit FTfiFlf^ ^^FFT^ FRi it feF? FtiRT FF FT^ 

Fit fiRT i FFtfit fiti^ FlfiFFit ■■^FFli it i^H ^3FeTW Fit ^ FftF i Ftt 
Fi «ft I FTfiFFit i fiRtt FST it ^cFFT Ft?T i I lit F^tf it Fft FlfiFF^ ^ ti^otF ^ 
^fT^ F it #iF: FT RTFT^ FfT ^TTFRT i I A. ^fi>W i l ctlMi 3F. teT. Fit i. it 
it it ^ FF yfiPlficF FR Fit it FTF^ ^ Ft«ifid ^ Fit ci 3T3^ 6.0 FF 

Sqidl tiFT i I 

ii) F?^ RTF mRuIH RFF^ 2002 ^ StcT FFt FR 1i^ Rli FTf^i? I 



1—I] 
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iii) 2006 WR 17336 ^ ^3TT^ mi 

^ '’R ^ 3TT7 ^ f^vj ffR 3TFj1^ StcR v3R^ clldl I 

iv) R^cfR ^ Mlf^l'-Pl^l ^ 5ii<3£ird vifi 

d6d ^ 3<eiicii lch'(il 31^ ^ST ^ ^iC'i'eltTl ^cd7 cRFTT ^TP? 3lt7 5'tif^v; 

4lcid'l1tft Siecf) ^ cf^ 'Sleix ^ ^ ^Rld fcfRT ^THT xiif^ | 

aq?g?T l^q^PT cfe tft # gRT f^HlciOad 

an q ^^ii 


^Id’Cd f^cnpJT Rif^cc IRT ^ % sftr ^ WR ■?!? ^ ^ ^ 

Wdd'ileJt ^ le ?Terr ^ 3Tt ^ stje^ 6.9 m\ ^ w=jRt 
vJcrRI f^RT RITT't I 

fcTFfFT E[Rr W^ cZiTXTR ^JERT 1/99 ^ ^<rdyd ^afTT ^JWcT cPPJ^ 

3RT^ t cpM t^hr ^r ^ xTcp 20.7. 2001 ^ ^rm ^ 

t^RT^ cRcT f^dich 7.9.2001 ^ TjEf? ^RR<f sri^RjERT ^nlt Ejit sJt ^ t^PT^TRi 
R^en R5t ^J?!53TR 1.10.2001 R>r 31«lfR TRj R5t WIRI^ ^ Rf t I 

Rlter^ ?R ancRRcRTT R^t vjIMRR^ RTfll? RSTT ^ ^ ^RTRRTR gRT 
^CTT^o RR 3RtRj cpI'J^H'I RR ^c^TRR d^ RRRT Rlf^ I 

fR^Rfto ^c|l^ ^ ^ f^RR R^RTcPJot RRT RTT^Rlf^ ^dll ^ 

RR%t 3T^f^ RRt% f^td Rltel^ RR Wr ?RRT RT RRT 
% ^ 2 R^ R^tRR 3n?RRR ^ RJfT I R? ift ^5^ ^ 3lt ^ ST^r^R 8.2 RR 

vJeRRR 81T I 

^Tft ^r ^ % f^ ^ ^ Tft%p 3r2#i ^ RRRR fcT^R 31^^ ^ 

R? ^ t Hite RTSR RterpftR t Rfr% R# t 1 

_ ^ ^ 3rg^ 6.2 ^ 1%RR (6) ^ ^ (6) RR dcdfeld fct^RT RRT t I 

(^flRIljlR ^IR RR ^;PTH R^ 

• f^RRIvJId WfTR ^ ^r, ^ R^ TR Mr RRRTcTR ^ ^IR I tjld t RRT 

FTr?t apft^ RTTRTcTR IRT 't41q5R RR eft Rf t 3jk RF RTRcR ^RRT^ ^ fcR? oTf^R t I RF 
R^ ^?JtR ^ RlV ^r RRRJt Rf f^T% t ^ RRRlR?ftel^ RR SIR RR vJd^ldd R^ 
RR^ t RlkM^RlRRR^ 3Pft “Ht ^ Rf RTRR R?t ^ RR^ R57 WTT RTF^ t 

I FR^ te ^ irfrfRTRR Rff M RRT t I RTMt^ ^ W R RMWl R^t RR) 

Mt R7 Hicix|)4t ^5R> cFTT^ ^ RR^ 3TMR7 t RrII^ Hlfte WR Rf 3 TMrR 
^IJRRT ^ R7 OTRTf^ «ft I 1% 3TRR RRRMt ^ RR 3TR RR ^JcRTRR R^ RR^ f FR 
RTter^t ^ amTF R^ t ^ ^ R5tM^MRR^3TR^ TSRTI^ R5t M R^ 
MR-tTl+in ^ iRT rMt 1^)# iff meR^eJt "^cR) R§t ^nSt ^ rtf^ ^ I rf w ^ 
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STR whM jnter^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 3tr 3 tt^ 

^h?FT 3TR ^ f^FT^ iTRcT ^ vjfRTT ^ ^ ■?!? 

«TT % W## ef-TFIT I ^ 3ET ^ cf^HH 

^TFT^ ^ Tft ^ ^ mcFT ^3TPTT I 


^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 3TR NJtMKt'l ctMid 


• 3?Tto^ ^ arjqgsRi wr if cTF^fr ci«n f^Prf^id ^ cTFicfr ^ 3 tt^ cmt 

%[T^ cfj 3Tm ^ Wr t fcE ^nter^ % 

dcMKd oIFTcT cTen SRff ^ elFFfr <?> aTJ^Tm W 3TFnf% ^ 

? WT f^yi^l CET ^ C^ ^ ^ ^ ^cER 

dMld aTTcfe^ cRTT 'dfcl'HIvjtd cET 3TraR ^jRTTT^^ t? ^ c^i-jd ^ 3T^^TR %, cT^TT 
3TefM, ^ ^ 4t ^ ^ cTFFT 3TT4 s^ cET ^ 3rm ?ET ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 
'ii'd'JId "M ^ RT^#^TFT^3TR^ RTxT (1997- ^f 3TR>T ) cTSH ^ 

^ 3TR ^ viiRf ^ jnter^ ^ ^^Wr t i ^ ^ ^ 

2.2.1 cfSJT 1 ^ %2n W t I 


• inf^r^R^t ^ efPFT Tt^Eft IRTTEft ^41cfi|v! ^EFTT Wlf^ 

■?!? vJdcfj gRI 7?^ "R? ^ 3Tra7f^ ^ sfR eHlIdR 3FFTT 

^ f cTm ^ cElRiJI ^ 'fTFIMd: '^n^d %5Rfr ^ 3Tf^TR ^ I ^ RrEfT#T 

'ddJld'l ^ ^er efPFT ^ ^ ^ ^f^cRRTcTdT ^ Udf^fd cfR^ # I 

f^rmr ^ 3{flRET^ ^TRIFFT ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ t 

cdNlRcE cT®TT RPT ^7 ^ fcF? ^RFifirf EP>t ^ ^Id cEHM'fl gR[ ^TFf ^ 

^ vidJidi ^ ^ irrar ^ ^if^ E^T^t^TR ^ TTRfT ^ arjw w arrETiRd ermcT 
^ ^ JRITcft ^ ^ ^TTTRT: ^ ^ ^^Rfd ^ t, f^ 

^ TRFsftr? errim arrjqrto ^ t i wtef TF?rd ^ t erte ^ 
SRT 3FFTT^ ^ Tt^ # 3(R cfF^Tfr?ft EF^ ^fFFI ^ EfFTcT 3TT^ ^RITEft ^ 
3FT^ 3FFTT W ^ I W if EfPTcT ^ JRTfEft 3R^t^ mj ^ 

it ^ T'TFT^ i ■'di^d t I 



[ 1—IgTTg- 1 ] 
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• gRr ^ 3TRfe^ ^ jrf^ 3 tr% c^ ^ ^ 

crai ^ ^ f^'HfcHRa'd 3T^Er f ;- 

(^) ^ntsJ^ stmR^ 1 %fW irm w t> 1 ^ ^tprt ^ 

^ 1^ t I 

(^) ■<^cfJ41vffl ^ inters ^ TRT^aTR ^ f^Rft rtw ^ cfR^r ^ 

*‘* ^ IR olTNiRcb f^f^iil ^ fc^T? PRR?|TT 3fR ^ tR Rtt tR fH^Rff ^ 

^ cf^t SPJTTf^ ^ gTT t I 

(^) c^cfpifRft teRT RTft?R ?TSTT 3TR ^ ^TIRT ^ 3RTTf% ^ ^ R 

WRT t I "SIF yqRia ^ ^HfcI'WR' WcfTR RTT t, ^Tcit ^ 

R^: Rf^lRT^ ^ HchdH f^RR ^ Rif ^c^>a f^RJT # I RTRT ift 
^ t I RT RTRfRR RT tETlf^ ^ ^ RR f%R RTT t Rftf^ ^ RT^ 

dC|i|| RJT cff RT^T ^RTR^ RT Rl4 ^ ^ RTRTT Rylfcb IPR^ rT r413R 

^ ^3TT^RR RlHd ^ RTRT f^EllRT R^ RRT ^ RRRRT ^ ifR ^ R 
3TRR ;fT ftxR % I 

(^) ^c^TfRft ^ Rter5t cf^ ^ c^ ^r fcfRn t rrt 

3R1^ c^ ^RR f^FRft RRR c^ ^f f^sllNH ^ ^ t 

Rra 3Rf^ ^ 4 Wr 4>cf^4lvff] RR R f^srm REft ^ ^ PT^RffT! ^ ^ f^ R 

t ^ RRR ^ f^slit REjTf ^ f?^T7 ^ t R r 4^3R f^RlIpT R%^ff R 

RTRT ^ JT^ # I r 4^3R RT cf^T WcT ^ 

f^l^d'l ^ ell^ld ^ 4ttT RPRRTTRT R c^lnd cf^t RTR RvWRR 3t1r RR? 3TTER 

R R^ ^ T3t?JT ^ RsIIM^ ^ ’fliTEft RfTT^fRR STlf^lRT^ R^ aT^^ c|t 
wrftTT I 

(^.) 3R R^ w^ ^ Rej ^f c^tMt ^ apj^a IcRt # infEjRT^ Rt 
PF>RtRTRT EfR" urgT ^RT '41c| fcTlTR R aTRTETR Rl4 f4^i|l RT '^f ^ afl7 RHyi^ 

R’T ^ IN d IEJI RT ^ RT c^c^^trft f?Tt1f?-R 'TR Rh'4t E^iRR RT rY^ 'R'-'^T^ET 
^ t, ^ f^ RiT ^ RTf 50% ^ 3R ^ r 4 ^ aT^^TfcT ^ R fcpiR RRT 

R%? I 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I —Sec. 1] 


(xT) WT ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ ^ t 1 ^ ^ ^ ^3?TI^ ^ ^ 

gfr (^K^HI^Id vdc^JIciH cTPm ^ 3PT^ SIWOT t ^ cTFra tr 1 ;q^ TT^ 

chlRm ^ ^TPJjfr ^ 3Tf?TR t 3fR ^ ^ ’TT^ ^TWTf e<RT 3mR "fH? 

eTPRT Rnpti ^ arjJTR ^ % l arRrf^ ^ etrt 209 ^ vjc^ w t I 

(}j) ftnid'i feH? eill'Ji cTT^ 311«ic'i ^I'd ctMif 'dMixl ^ 

56.65% ^ 3T^;m?T vJIPTT ^ t I ^ t 1% 

c5l4d7 ' dl 'qt ^ 46.5% ^ ^ 3TT^ ^ VJcMIqd 4il4c5c1IMi ^ 

f^ ^Tf ^ 55.65 % ^ 3TR^^ cfj Rr^ TR ^ I 

(^) cjict7 41'4l ^ T^3TR^ vid^ldd ^ cTT^ ^ ‘’TR^ t I 

^ 977.53 3<H'^c 41 ^SRR JT. ifto ^ ^ ddJIdd ^jTW^TFRT wqRld cfR^ ^ 
3TT^ 3R^ ^ I ^cRT ^f ^ 'dlMiJl ^ 6'Wid'(u| 

cfT^Rcf) SIM cTFRI afR ^ v3dMT ^1^ 3MR ^ 3ITSIN M vd<dIldH ^ HFT?T 

1079.39 3m^ 51, ^fto t I ^ 5IW7 JUtol^ ^ 101.86 

^M7 H, ^ ddJK^ cIPT?T ^ ^ t I 5ITe5IT^ ^ 3TTI^ 5IW?fr ^ 

fifirjfr ^ ^ ^ Rp^ % 1 "p# 

W t I ^ ^IMcll ^r 5n1^(pT^ 4^lMd ^1 vi^iMiqd ^ Rf«ltR?I 3frw c^lMd ^ ^ 

^ 3IM7 cf?r sr^^lRl ^ ^TTITI Rf?c|d d^ldd TR cFR^ 3I^tf$RT # I ^ ^ 

^ 3IW^ Mf^^l ^ cIR^ # sfR ^ TR f^dlv; 4^ ^ 

3T^SI W^ t I 

(?i) tRi^aiR ■gfr f^<fi wtmi "Jj;??! cPI ^ t i 

^ ariWr ^ ^ fcpv inters 

^ ^ifrnRi, ^ c^ ^ f^jfci ^ si^PtRi RreitRd' w 

3RHWI t I 


WTRi ^jczi ^ Rraf^ ?ttRtct zn^ %gi^ 


• ^dRIMI ^ Rreit^ -$ ^KJipTfr^ ^56^^3TT RRR 3^5^^ 2.2.1 ^T “ift 

fcpiJl 'Jlldl ^ I 

• %r%I 5M3P ^ 5TTteRt ^ ^ ilR ^I ^ # ell^^ STRSTI cfR^ M 

^ 3fJfTPi ^ t fcP JIlfs^MT^ ^ ^ ^TIRM ijyf ^ I ^IWI 



[ VFT I—TJTtj? 1 ] 
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^ ^ ^ 1 ^ ^ f^lW ^ 1^ WTR ^ ^ fW 

^PTRfnjFfi ^ ^ ^ l ckiIT^ ^ ^ WfTRI *^c14J c^) ^ f^ki 'fl^ld 

^ t T7^ «rf^ f^ghw ^ ^ct t i 

• cfT^lJl'tfl ^ 3T^ET ^ 1,7 ^ST^/^0 ^ ^ ^ ^ 

w#3r vScmich ^ 3lk ct^K^aMHid xnf|i^ ^ 

fcl? d^Kyynnid ^ cRfrf^ Tfq[^ ^ c^ f^ fsrf^ 

C^ ^ Cjr^ WnJt ^ ^fcT t 1,7 aiH^cbl ■^gTc^/^^tO ^ 

^5THT 3T^tf§RT t atk ^ ^Icld cfTfRT tpt ^ Jn£|[^ SRT 

WtflTiR i^ W t 1 

3T^TR efe erf^ PitilxiJI 


• ^ f^UPfr ^ zm ^afT 3T^Tf§RT 3TT^T7f^ 3TTfc ^ 3R^ f-lElt^ 

^ ^ \3^^TfeT ^ 1^7jn t I ^fTter?t ^ ^ ^ 

^ ^ ^3^57W ^ 3T5T^ ar^arr ^ ^ ^ ^ ar^ ^ ■'^n 

'$ 3TTf^ chlwl tiY arr^ f^T^ 'HIHM ^ ^ JTchlf^ld f^'^IT t I 

<'t7ch41'^ ^ aiiilldi ci^ 4d>: chi^di ^ SrfcT Mg-di ^ an fuRTc^ afTf?^ 

srf^ ^ 'dct>c^1 ^ ^ f^arf^ ^^Tfa^^^^?t ifM ar^ ^ arnii^ ar^f^ % I 

^ f^iaThfTTT ^ f^ %gtcT (ar^-ll) 

• (v) 3^^ 3T^ 3,5 ^3^ f%an ^ t 

• arg- ^F'frarr t ^ c^ anancfr arcTian ^ ^ 

f3t!t ^ f?B' ^ af^Rap arf^ ^ PlHIj'dK f > 

1 , 3RT ^ ^ 3MT^ C^ ^^^-''maJ ^3NFT, dT^cTU ^ ^ ^ '-ft 

arraTTcft w ^re^sfr emran t?r[ 7 ?t # i 

2, Rjid mcd'<1aff aj,ed? ^Tfan niji ^ ^ ciic^^l'rft ^T*TR 

cter ^ amiTfT I 

3, ijcT a?rm a^^ ^ ^fFnffe ^an wm artff^ cfcf) T^ctnpt cpifr 

f^ffTcf^ ^rRoTFRcRnq cR^art afft irf tT ^r ^ 3THT I 

4 ■?T'^ a^af aR^Rt^raf yfcRnf?}^ ^ ^?Ri '3^fnT cf^t cfTn 3TTTcmc*TcR 

arfRn i 

5, ^ ^TfaicT sraicfR alaj-^ Wef cITT dM^<W WH I 


2985 01/2002—4 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA EXTRAOROFNARY 


[PAiirl—Svr 1] 


BIT mf^Tcfjr^ ^ amucfr ^ ^ ^ 

^rfwT ^ t aramr srf^ tt|wt t ^ anEjR ^ ^ ^ 

3T5^ 3icPT 3ik MRH#ry7 ^j[rc[ ^Ruhh PrJhid^ ^ ar^g t I 

• ^ arrlMw - ^gs^JjStatr ^ ar^f^ 3.5 ^ arpr^ ai^rf^ t, >^sc^c5l3Tt 
TTFT^ >30^^ WT t I 

• arj^Ei ^r f% ^ an^ afk vjifrn ^RtSf^ 

«rf^, ^ ^ ^ ^tT chKU||d<h cf^ ciTiTm t, ftfcTR c^ 

c^c^^Mr ^ Mffr afR Rfe: ^ cfTR^fit c^ af^w ^ arf^ 

cuctl M'^m ^ ^ ^ I 

• cf^ Rm aRfsJ ii ^ aTRR ^ ^ f^\ 

#R ^ ^e?I ^ 3RsnW C^ RT^ cRRT aT^EI # I ^ 

Rrrtct ^ ^k^i grfrT jf^TR ^ arj^Ei f^Rn r?tt ^ i 

ciiwRlco ^l)T PlwixiJI 

• Mie-iv^iEft Rtxf ci^ ?iiRid cfR^ RRRt ^ Jrrf?)chi'?) c^ fdkf ar^f^RT ^ 1% 

w eff^ ^ rRrft tr ^r ^ f^Rft Mie-Rteft ?jc^ rrRt 

%trR?T ^ I ^RRT SIRT 9^, 11 ( 2 ) cTm totr v3e^ f?}RTT ^RT t I 

• 3TTT^ f^t^RT ar^Efr ^ mfEjcR^ crI ^j^ts^cT: ^ ar^ 

^ 1^ firf^ RiEihR ^ *i^c«uichdH arm^R^ arrf^ rri aRf^ -i\ 
T^^arR ^ ^RiRTRR’ ^ I '5'dl wold 6'ldl ^ 1% WlRlcni^l c^ tTRT 'd'^ tR> ^ 
RT'^Mdrll ^ ^ ^ I BR ^ RdMi f^ "cZTlRR 

TR # ^ ^ ^ chRcJT^ ^ artoR RR t cT£fT ^ WR 

cziRR u] 'rr ^ aimr'dn'l' ^ ^ t I 

ajNR ?T^ ^ aRR ^ 

• B^ Mi(tR5i<) 3TRnf^ ci'f^art ^ arf^ v^RfR^rr ^ Icr ^tIrct R 5 t tjvc^ 'deiVi ^ 

chldd ^ v^rdd pci'll '5R^ ^ r^^s' RRc^R TTTB^ ^ fcT^ ^ cTSTT aRR 

^ anr^ tttb^ ^ ^ ^ 1 r w^tr '4 3 trr ^ vjf^ici ^RRtaR cfR^ cr 

ar^^Ef f^Rn ®n i jirf^RB^ ^ ^acR ^RRfRR ^ arj^er sjfrr Rf^R cr arRjRB 

cT®n ^sn cj?tdd pi'd ^ ^^1TR ^ arRRR ^ fen? fcFRT ^ I 

• vaMxlcKi ^ MRi)W ^T, BB jrrf^Rjlit ^RRfRR cf^f Rv^ JRR RR^ ?T6TT yie<R ^ 

feP? 3TT^^ ^ RTEZR ^ RERRcft RR ^RT ^yfl ^ f^dd RRR Rff ERR ^ R3^ 

RB arj^ET RR^ % I BR RB’ RtBR^ RB RRRR ^ddl RR^ ^ feR? ^fdd BIRT 

3RR 3RRT WTR ^ 3Tf^ R^tRBT Wf t afR RB 3TR^ RTBR^f ^ 



[■qiTT I—T5TO? 1 ] 


»TR:fT : 3TOTVK^ 
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^ ^ ^ t ^ ^y3RRT WfTR ^ hWi?^ ^RRUf t 

c||fi)|f^ct> f^'JJIcbcHm ^ ^ ^ ^ 15 31^ W ^ 1^ fMt ^ 

^ ^ I 

4 % f?r^ 3?f?*l%RT tg 

• ^ 3T^£T t ^ ^ ^ T^3TK ^ 3Tr?lWf gRT 

4% arfcri^ ^ ^ ^ t f^5RT% WTTRRT: 

vicMlcl^hi 3 t1r R’^'idchl c^ 41^ IffcRRElt ^ 3T5^fR ^ 3T^^JTH 

t I ^rejlf^, 4 ^TTH ^fTFT^ ^ TFR ^ ^R\ 3 T^ 1 %%^ ^ ^ ^ ^RT 

M'lc^fT^H t I ^ ^ ^ V^ 3 TR ^ 3 TW cf^t f 4 Mi ^ 

Md4l3TR c^ 3TRIMcjTt ^ '^cfRTH ^ f^TfrT ^f dldl ^ I 'S6c<^4]3Tt 3rj^^ 2.4 ^ 

"f^ ^ if 3T^' ^ tor f I" 


vJWtcRrwt 3(k ^<JRI C^ fiRT tR oyiMcb ^ ^ feJrIR fc^ ^ | 

• 'dif^ct^l arrWf ^ Ry4lqui ^ ^ ^ rrjjr rr 3T^ ^ aH^nr itttt ^ 

V^3TR ^ R^iRT 13,000 t 14,000 ^0 ^ ^ ^TfiT ^ if 

mR ^ 5100 ^0 4ft ^ I ^ 4T4TR 44 R4'44 40% 4T5T4T 

3TRT-TTRT t I 4Tcf: 4FT1RT 60% 3Tf^ ildlcF^Tart t?c 5 3T£r4T ^ 

4T4% 3TT4Tdt ^ illddM 3T4T 4R^ ^ 4T?2I tol 44T I OTR 3T4^ 

Bcqi44 aRRTT ^ RWT 115% 44 Wl^iH 4R ^ # I Jrrf2t44^ 4ft 

4TS4^Eft 4 ft ^41 44 4ft4 '44^KlcH4> 1%4t^ 4R^ ^RRT '4^414 ^ WPT4j 
4ft £244 ^ Wn 4Tf^ I 4Rr?t4ft ^TeR ^ ^4 ^f 4(cidM 4ft M 3T^ 
t" I 

• 44RT 3T^4 ^ ^ ^ 4T4^ ^gRR ^ 344R 44 4T44?teJt 

^Jc<4 4ft ^ 44^J44 4^ t I ^ 4T4^ 4 ft ?4T^ gRT TT 47 34fter ^f ^3R4 44 ^|44 ^ 
Rt H14*fl4 v3^RT4 ^^414444 ^ 4RT etf^ t 4it4 ?4 21^ ^444 6 to)4J 4^ 4R^ #1 

2- g'S^ fc47 

4j 4T44 

(i) F4 3T4^ f^ru^ 3^344 c^ 344R 44 f%4tf^ 444 ^!J44T JR^ 4 4R^r 44 ^4 

^ ^ I 

(ii) . 4>'1R4I 44^344 ^ 4f44[ ^ Ridtdch 3T4t4 ^ ^^#?ft 3lt4 f ^ s^eBtit c hg^ 

f^O # I Rtf^ 4TR|44^ SRT 17 1997 4ft 3T4^ 3Tf^ ^344 4^414 4 251 R i d f^ 
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^ ^ ^ ^ 3f3^£T f^'TTT 1% ^arqi^ wra 

31^^,1996 '4 tor t afix ^ 5r«T^ STRfircF 3T^ ^<F\ ^ efr 

f^FTqr ^ sSy ^ iiKTT v^-iiR ^ ^i Mci ^ i 

(lii) ^ 30.12.1996 3ft^ 17.7.1997 'cf^ Sif^TH 

^ Wf ^chR tefT^ ^3IHT yi f?F ^ ^ 

TTTiiTr^ ^ET TTT^ f^^FTFI 3T?I^F ^T I BHI^ sfT? RhRTcT STJ^Eff ^ 

«ny^'T uiftTyr^t 8975 ^ yfir ifto yr ^ tnzHTtEft efit^ i 

citM^ jiry ^FiTf^ yr3T^s=ft crmyi ^-n Fi-af?E |5it 

^r^^cFEi 0^ 3fl7 wyji 7^ yreT'Jtsft ^ ^ cit?? ygi ^siht 

Tnf^ 1%yT t i 

(iv) W'fly ^Ye: ^ 2,.2.2000 ^ am air^ tf^ cm '^e^b 'frytfsJF m 

^ ^ ^ t 31^7 ^ fcFT ^lER ^ TFT MlSH^'ltft ^Feb 

^RftfETci mFT yTl%t7 I yyrf^r, y?[ 3Tf^r'?j;tFn 

3ft7 Riy mRuii^'i ^ f^Tyi 1 

(v) 20.7.2001 3Tfy7JTRT TIWH 27/1/2000-^^t7flF:^t ^ FHF M 

TFftyr ^ ^Rh snteRt ^ ^ f^ 264 ^stcR ^rfci ifto ef y 

ymR 248.35 mR ^iRl T^tO m y77 ^lEF^tfT TJTTb 26 mR nRl 

ifto ^F ^ Tiytto ^FR 679 ^5ToR >lf^ iftO E7 c|5^ RtcETR?! 1 y? ^ ^ ywj 

4^1 Ft t % y W7 y^tm w Mci tor ^ i 

(vi) yRF ?yR WcT yW wiy eoo ^o m eft Rt 'iTRy ft ^ryfttaiR 4ft ^ 
^gpqcT ^ 10% ft ftf 4FT ft I 

(vii) fto 3TW mftWr ft yn^cTj xF^ftaiR ftftr 44 fftftftry yftf 4 Rctt ft yfttft yRy ft 

mft^TR 44 3T5?4 wfm 7T^ fte^ ft miT44 ft ftP? ftcTT ft tftRT4ft 4144 44^347 ft 

vJc4T44 ft 50% ft 44141 44ftt ft I BFlft ^ MM ft 4 7T^ ft^ ft tft^fTR yft! 

ftft4 ft I 

(viii) TFiftM: TPftm ft ftTR FTft ft fftfft^ ftft ftt |RT 600 fttom 4ft fftyft 

4ft ft I yeTTlft,mft 679 ^STcR'Ptft ftto 34/ ftft34 4ft M^RFT 4T34ftft ^ 44 ? Rift 
ft 4Ty 4ftft F4ft347 yftt ftyr ft i 

(ix) 313: 3lft4^ 3sy 364 yRf^lfftyt 44 eftfti 4ft 33 Ift?4l3 4Rft ft ftp? 4 TE 4 4 Rft ft 
Ift fftftRy 443 ft 7J34T ftft 44 4ftft 347fr4 3ftf ftl 



['im I— 75 TO n 




29 


3. 

(i) . ^ ^ 3TT?n^ ^ W5(] 1997 2034 ^ Wi\^-. "ER:^ ^ 3T4f& 

^ 467 ^ W t I 

(ii) . ^ ^ 3mf?r Tue^T M cTTO TFIT SOT ^ ^T 

^ 4cfiTR 3Tg1^ ^ ^h?R FTT^t 3fk ^ ift ^ ^ 1 

(iii) . ^ ^ 3raf^ ^ ^1^, ^ ^ EpT^aiK ^ 4 i^hM ^j;c^ m f^xiR 

ftHT vj^fm ^ ^vj'tiFTTMcT ^ eft I to ^ ^ ftor 

w Eirtot^ ■^ft ^5TT ?ism ^ ^ torn 'ft ^ 

110.64 ^gT?R ^rf^ ^fto'c^T ^ ^ ^ sncR^jg^n ^ i 

(iv) . ■EI^ ^3^ ^ eriM vjtor ft 3Tft^ 1994-95 ft 34 3toRT ^ to^: 

3T4fft ft 84 5rfft?RT ftt Mill ft I Elft^ vjdlM 4ft ft 4F ^'SI '4fT '445(11 ft 

fftj 1994-95 to tot ^'4 tolcT fto ft 4ft 2000-2001 ft fft4c3 WT 

pn ft ftr to ^erf cTciT 4to ^nto 4ft efFM ^eir atot ft ar^mp^i ^ ft; 4jRUT 
torr 474 to ft 44^ 4TWft Tito tor ft l fto 3T4TT4T,to toft ft ft TraieR 
fto47tot ft 4474 Tr4T^ 4T47RTc447 ^ SIT I 

(v) ^ to ?Tsft 44 ftoR 4to |Tr,fftfto TITfft47Tft 4ft 4? to 4to Wlfftl? fft to 
4T4T 447 Eito^TR ft «4T4T4 ft 44ft fftWF44 ft ftw-T 474 4144 ft 1 

4 Tnffttjnft 6(RT 4441 

fftfto to4E4 toft I14T to vJTrW ST^ft to 4to ^ ft fftto ft 
tofiR ft HSJT 4tot 44 4414 Tgleft t,44 754f ftftl cI47 ^ to 4tftmft ft fttRT fft4R 
ton 44T ftto^ ft tocT wft 44 44ft4Tft 4ft to ft I 

1 . f^tlKltlftT vlcHK cWT 4IMl'i ci't^ Tj4 *1^^! vJgiVl 

TUftorft fftfto 1ft4464 4TfM 5T4T fftlKlftM ^c4T4 to 4T4T4 44^ ft 4144 ft 
to 44 afjftft 4ft to 474ft ft TTTtorft sr^ ftt to 474ft ft fft 4^4^^ 
tofttoT,1995 4ft m4r 9 47 5 ft 345444 4ft M 4to4 4Hto 4Tfttm 4ft4R ft to, 
4T44RTsft 4to ft 4i4ft ft ft toftt tof fftto 30.12.96 ft in4fto7 tol totot gl4T 
ftorto 4ft 4t eft 41444414 fftto 17.7,97 ft 3ifft4 tof toto 4T4T 5^ 4ft 4t eftl 
4T44ftsft 4f^47 4ft 4E4T4fft 4lftt81T ft fft4T47 7 Rl4*4'(,2001 4ft 4ft41^447 SlfftEJ^ETMT 4f0 
91/2001 to ftt tot 47!IT ">141 SIT 4SJT ^ 4144 1^4147 7.6.2002 4ft 4ft4T^c47 SlfftltoT 
41441 61/2002 to 414141 441 sn 1 Tlltolft ft T14744 to 44 ft tolRlto 44414 ft to 
4ft 5^^ 454^ 471 44414 (ft41 41 toofft 5^toft "5454 ’Tito ft fft44 (ftiJi 441 sn | 
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^ ^ ^ ^ qrfM srt ct^ 

^ t ^ cT^ "fPTH ^ CTSJT f^rTRTEfr^ WTR" ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ ^ ^ t ^ M ^ ^ 

^f ^ # ?l(f^l^ m ^ ^\ ^TSTTttr, 5RT ^ v3^^ tol ^ t ^ 

^ ^?T^3fcRftefe ^ ^ I^hH SRI ^ tor WT # ^TeiT t IST# 

^ t ^SfT ^ ^ ^ ^ t' I ^SJlftt, ^ ^ f^ W # ^0 

^ ^^RtRRT^et3^ ^ McT ^ l%^n t 35 W ^ ^ 

R>'dl chHT^eld'S-^ ^ STW^j^T Wl Hi^l f^'Ml ^ I Srf^cbl'?! ^ ^ 

^ ^ ^ 3T^ ^r ^ ^ ^ ite Tt^3TR ^ M 

W (^dK ^ 3^1 r ^ TT^ f^LilidcJi '^'41STT ^ ^jRW f^dKlEjt^ dc^ld ^ 

\'f^'R'1Ra'^^:i^ ^ ^ WT ^r ^ sfk t^3tr ^ wt ^ ift 

^3nm % 30.12.1996 ^ ^f ^RTcT t t 

cferr 5^ ^1^ # I v^3tty ^ ^ 1Wr^ ^ ^ 4^ 3m^ ^jfte^r, 

44^, aiiriWlR^ 5fng^5^, 4e^, 4fl^, 3 tr^ 

ifPScHi^T 4 ^ R^n wt t i ^ 3 tf^ 

JRfrWdtsft 4t YT^ 4d?T, 4«?^' ^ ^?ERT^t^ 3M tt4?T, 44, 

3TT44f^ ^r44rrt, 3TTW 4t^, 4rRRT, 3TT44^rT^ 44^, ^44r, 
tRjyf 443r 4R 44 ctsjt ^ vJcmdl' 4 d^ridH ^RcTt t i jnteRt 4 ^e54 
^ WRT 5f4 ^^4 14^44 f4w 17 . 7.1997 4 3?f4fT Rm f4sF4 ^ 4jt 

TTTT 7 ( 4 ) 4k 1 ?^ ( 5 ) ^«JT 5rkki^ 4^ P|5^4 ^ % ^(i) 4k |(5) 4 ^t^ct 4 44t f4^n 
■JRIT t I 


r4 ^ ^ 34 rrT 4 f4efN 4 ^ 44 £r t Ao ttttt^ 45 ^ 4 ^ i4o g^sif t 
4k w4r4 42 t 4 4 4^ 2(^) 4 ^jkkr m jrfcTRte ^r^tt # 1 

jn4^, ?44 t, f^dRTEJk ^3c^TT^ 4 ^ 4k 4 ^ 4t ■jfe ^r^ ^ 4iiif4 
ird 4 ^ 

Rkr ^r tkkr # sfk ^kr t f4 4^ 4lf4n 4k r 44 4 444fcT 4 ^ km 2(4 4 
4?^ v34m 5RT RkiRd ^^4r 4 mn 4^ t 1 

2 . wTTRi ^ 4k kmkr 4km hiRSh, wrrm ^ cwt krakr ^l^km 

cj). 4o 4rfkn ii44fkcbc'H 4. fk. (444#) 

WlRla>l'<l MchdH RqyjL’l k JtfiWr cfTl 'F^RR ^R^ ^ 4k ^ f4 Rkf 
3 i 4^ 4 4m ^k^ miR ^r 4^ 4 m4^ 4 m4 mrm rftct 4 

TTk^RR 4 4km ^mF^4t ^ A 4.4.4.#. 5RT f4? "fk cT4/k4m ^r #4ft #14 4 


fwTi—n 


’TTT7T ^ TFsr^ : '3TP[T>'TTTW 


"51 


fRlT t I 23-24 3riN?r, 2002 ^ ^ Cf7 

Pi^cn/3frWf 3fhf W^-iNcfl ^ ^ vJ^ ^ 1%^ ^ cT^TT 

^ 3^54^ ^f ^3^ ^ f^^yiicH-Jj ^ ywiRci >w'^cb^ui1 ^ "M ^ 

"W t I ^ Wr t ^3cm^ aTTETR c^ A ^ ^ 

f^ErfcI^ d^'^j'l^ ^eiT cTTf^ JRftcT ^ ?tcTT t I Elf^ "(pwj'fl Jff^ eTFRT 

cTEJT ^f ^ ^ET R'dlcft-iJ vdd^lc?)' ^ vddJI.^ ^ ^ # ?ft 

^ ■?f«tt^ efFTcT Ricglidi ^ EETR "i^ ^ I ^ ^f 

l%Mr ^ 3fFTcT ^ 3fT£TR tr ^ c^pTcfr ^ ^ ^TRTR f^ I 

STR ET^ ^ '13^ ^ 'tl'i'M if Mlftlcf)iyl '-flcii er \j|ir| ^ c^yH vJMc1*J ^RT^ 
c^ ■^nf^RT/f^^^f&rcR 3t3 ^ 3TR ^ cITRR ^J'^^aTR ^TT^lTT '^Tift 

d(dJRcf)'i ^ WJ^ f I arf^Rchrl TT^3TR ^ dcMIdd RRTcT ^ f^ 4>!R 

^ ETf Tfi^ ^ ^ TTq^3TR ^ 3TR ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ift ^ 

tor t I ^ MRf ^ w TRRftr? ^ ^ ^ 'M ^r f^w? tor ^ t i aRfrsT 

^iRt ^ 3Rcr^ if jnftrq,|^i ^ f^gR f^ v3n^ ^ ^ ^ H'Wm f^RTT 7Tg[ err 

WlT^ ^ V3^3TR ^ ^ I ^ 3R^R, 3T^ ^R'd^frl^ji ^ ^TR^fTEH ^ 

JfTfto^ ^ RT^ ^ ^ ift 5R^ IRT «n % W 3RfrE2I 

^'Jl'l ^ (el's' f^4|| qqi err I 

Rsiim ^ ^ ^Ei ^r ^ w sn f^, Rr?ito 

^ ^ ^ 3TTcivjjq ^ 3R^ gr^ ^ ymiRid ^r^ ^r t i 

3R: jnteRr gRT ^R^ ^^RTT JR^TR 'W CJT I 

3ITR ^ ^ ^g ^r, fMcT ^ Rr^ ^T^ct^HTTff ^ RrM ^ ^ 

^ 3c<JldH f^-WR ^ RTM ^ 3rfrRIcRn ttR^^^RT ^ t I ^- 

^ R^xt Rrij-RrRr?ff cR Pi-yldc^ ^ ^ ^ mRRTRt ^ %-xjcqR3 

^-^Wr ^ RfR RT Rrt?ff IR ^R^ ^ trtRt ^ *** % RrgfRg ^ I 
vicqiqd ^34-chd|xfi ^ sEIM ^ 3TR^ ^IfTR 3mr cR Rcchi P ) <t>M^ ^ WdM 
Rdldcq Rrg^ g sgRT efFRT f^RIT t I ^ ^ f^^TR XfR^ IRtHf^ 

l^dl RPTT ^Rld f^RH ^fRIT SIT chyiRb ^ITR 3iRT cbWj^ c^ ^5Rj-cbcTTxfr ^ ^igRfg ^ 
ddlIdH ^trJ <t)dN ^ I XRRftx? ^ MRcfjRid g)el ^tRt cTSIT sRuT gg f^fcbq'l cf^t cTPIcT 
^ 3TTEIR XR RP^-RTR vJdHiql ^ 3ll«(cH f^RIT "ggi % I gRTT ggi t' 3TR^ xsq 
x^ vddiiRd afk 3M^ ’M ^ w^gd gvt aidRg ^ XRTxsftxj xrgief ceitr ^ 

JTigg gil f^^ig ^f feRn rt^ ^ gtif^ xRRffg xjg stir ^ arrggg ^ RcRgg 
Rgslt f^RrR giRfgRTFft xr rpj^ qict f^'R^ gft ttort gx^ ^ f^ ^3 i4)h ^ rwI^ir 
R gft g5t RFTcT ^ Fgig xr g4 f^RR %gT irgr % I cfgjRR xpf^siR ^ ^dirgg ^ 
3TTgX5 Rg 3dJlf^d cTSIT XT^ fi^RF#g ^gW gg^ ^ RTEIR tr XRRftxT g«JT «gTR 
gg xigig xr geft-iitf^ fcfgrR gR^ TRRig f^Rji ggy sg i xgf?rgg^ ^ f^ggi sg 1% 
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^ I cTRe ^ f^rafe ^ ^ M 3T%riTTf^ 3ta 

chK'tai'ii-^ ^ 3T1WR ^Mci«iEr th'imi 'W t’ I '^^TTcf ^ ^RI R-y'lacrj cf?t ffT^ ^ ^Jltcf 
^ 4t'<H ^<31 ^l<4l CfT ll^ dHId '57T ^ ^ 

^ ^ R'JiIilch %, "HiRa ^'Hd ^ "MlRd sfl’dd tT? ^(?idl 

M«qR '^'dlRh 6T^ ^ RtQT ^NI SJT, ^ M«qR ^ W*TP2T vdcMIdd dlTO "HRd cpt 
^ TJc^igRT ^ IRfRTTRj Tm ^ W en I 

RRjiil ^ ^Je?rr5R 51 ^h '^T, yiRcni'?! ^ ^jRTft% ^3^ 

^ ^ ^ arf^miRd 3lt?RT 'JdJIdd pTPT^ ^ ^ -% tRWm M 

^ ^TNR ^ WITP^ 3T^WT ^r ^ ^ ^ W SIT I ^ 

^fSicT ^ TOT^ Tfra^ran^ ^ ^Rh aiRiHiRd ^ **** 

W SIT I 

^ Tjcsi gir ^ **** ^ ^ yvwiRd sit i 

TfMk TT^iCT RmRr^ ^ yMd^ w stt i 

R<4in tt>|*id 

c^koHi-^ R<4^d irflHd ^ ^ ^ST '^f, yiRcfJi'?! f^srfcr^ qki 

iTT^, 4Rn, at^iMsi v(^, ^ arsit?! ^to, ^fcf^ itto 

1^0 ^si TR %Tt iTTt ^ ^ JT^rTR I ^sirfi^ 

>llR|cbi'<l '^rts R>di iTRcT ■5?T Rilld'l ^ ^T^ 3idq!??|il 1TT% ^ HihcI ^f, 

RmirT ^ arsi^ci ^ ^ ^ ^ viRnf^ Rrat^i^ w^ tM 

^ ^ ^ ^ ^ fRIT SIT 1 dd;i>dlvj, 3i^^??|si ^ ♦*** ^d'l/VjJT^ ^ 

■*![ R'dK MWN Rjili ■^T^ir % 1 

Rijldch ^ ^mK 31^ STT^TR ^ '^d'f cTSIT “HRd ^ Rj's' Rtlicfl 
ddidl'Jidi ^ ^T^ Rxji SIT I cTSITft', TT? viTt^ ‘^RT^ R<4ldcb ^ 3Rr^ ^ cfiT 
ift'dcii R>di ^ R?T cRj sR^ ^ivJiR 'ir oqinK M ^?R 3tR ^TT^ ^ f^jTT Tp^ RijR'i gn 
^ t ^Ritf^ 3Tsto ^SIT t^cR^/f^]^3Tt ^ ^ tt^ 

sff I cTSirf^, dnsl^ 31? H'i^d R)dl ^ f^ ddcfi fiRI HRd ^ sff?) Rsnoisft ?>T 
Ryid'l S2IR §tT iR^ NiEjVl ^Rl ?5t 7T^ RRitll ^ 1% 3jR+i H^lcKII ?5t 

% 'd*ii'i va-glR oi|mi'< ^ ^ ^fcR ^ 'd*ll4l'Ji’i ?Tt ?T?T RRRT ?5t ^ I 

Htoi^ ^ tPRi SIT ^ ?r5iR cTsiT Rrat^r ?rr ^r omw wsfr^ ^ 

^tR ?)T «TNI Rjdl ^ 3^ ^5? RiJi ^ d«^dl ■§■ ^dfciv; ^TTHR? *J^<7<I ^ 
^ ^ ^RTRRSR TR ^ ?IT JT?? v33?T t I ?RcT ?)t ^ 

WIR ^ ^ TR vJ?^ ^ ^ ?? W SIT ^ RtPi 
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TTT^^er ^ arjHR ertcT l^ertw creji 3TTfte^ §t^ ^ erf^ 

^'}c?ITcfH ^ 71T1 3TWJM ^ IWKiRTsJ ^ ^ Weft ^ I 

^ wraWf ^ ^nter^ ^ ^I^rt f^ fet^ Tfj^ crt ^ 

fe^ W ?rFRT CTSJT ftf^ ^ ^ ^ ^T tttt 

^(^■‘1 eti^lcl ^ 'IlRl ■ff f^"1dl % I '^Kd ^ d^c?J^ d^^TT R'mIcI ^ f^T'^ JTc|7[7 

3Teik WTT ?fm ^ ^ 557 TRfRT f?W ^RR t I mter^f ^ tp7 ^ ^ 

^fTR f^fqfw ^ WSR ^ S^T^T? R7 RTRT PlRfcff ^ ^4 t^f f^TcHR 

f^RT t TT?^ ^ ^RERR R^ RTRT t%RT RRT I R?7Tf^ ^f?RR ^ RR efTR RR 

?Tf^ ^ c4 ^er ^Rf^RT R7^ ^ R?RTR WRtRRft R^ **** WR/^ORR R^f 4fRT W 
f^RTR f^RR RRT t, ^ W Rf^iil r 4 ^RJlriTR RR RTRR t PlRldR?) Rft ’’ftERffR 

3TR7RR f^R^ 4 ^f?RT tol RRT SR I 

w4rR ^ 3RERR RR, RR^RTRR RR RR f^R^R r4Rc7 r 4 *' * *RTRR/4tORR ^ RR 
^f RSR RTRR RTf^SrR R^T 10.6% (**** RTRR/4fRR) "c^ ^ 4 RRl RT I 

Ao RK^^Mf c^ HRiRRI 5RI JTRTSR c 4 37^Reff 4 JRdiR'R RlrRfrI c4 WR R 
RTRIRR^ WRRftTJ^R7 \dRch1 RRR PlHI^RR Rfl %-.- 

1, f^pjfW RR c7R> ^ ^fcTHlI^RR WJ if TRRftT? ^ RRR^ ^ RRRR RR JRffR 
RR ^ t RSR HIRI 3RRR tR <sRM r 4 ^ RTf^T^R^ RffR Rf^TRT ^ "^RR R^cf'jifl'rfl gT^ 
HRlf^ld R^ fcRRT RR WT R^ftf^ ^ RfRf f^Rft r 4 RRRR W WTR-RR RIRR RR %R1R 
^ t RSR RT^ RR R^ ^ t I 

■fR'SlNR ^ tfRyqi^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ gjf -JIF ^fW: Wi: 1^ WU sr 

1% NdcMlRd Rit Rrar sfk RTR vjcRiqR?l Rft RIRR ^ 3T^ q | d ^ 

arraNiT? eTFm aWcFT Rft t W 3mt?T ^ ^ 

eTFTR 3^7 RT dlRcl STRFFTRT ^ | f^RlfcTRj ^ Rchdd fcjcRUT ^ 

4 

3TR^ viTiy ^ ^ ?rcf5 RR wrf^ cr^ Rft t i rtrr ^ rrej r^ rr 1%^ 
^5cT vscrirr ^70 % ^ 3Tf^ RRcTT t' RRf^ f^Rff ^ ^£T if cTRRR 7 
% ^ ^ I R^TRftrj' cTSTT ®ilM ^ STTR^ R5TRT ^ STJ^fTR - ai^aRR 
^3cRl^ Rft RRTR^ RtRRT % I cTR^^K eTFTcT ^ gTigH RR RR^ 

TT TJR SIFR HFm af^HId Rft vJpqci RTR^ "RRI STT afiR ^ ^ Rjf^lRR^ ^ 
3TRRFIT tl 
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2. ^ ^ t ^ fcT^ ^rnjIcrcF^aff ^ 

^ 1%^ 3ft? cqiHK^m ftcf^t, fct^rn t 3T2T^ 

cb4ti^H ^ WWIil t, ^ ^ eR3T cifNt 4 5T^ffRT ^ 

1^^ % 1 dc^^'HK, 3TT??T? ?? fel^ ^ 

aT| (!bcH ^ ^ t I 3TcTTcfT, 1%^ ’Je^T ?^3TT? ^ ^Tr»# 

^ A IRT ^ ^ ^ ^ t, ?T# aft? 

^ W ^ t I 3T?T: fl'c^HI’T Mpf^fa^ii ^ ^ f^ 

^ ^ ^ 31'’5M'ia/3ll<^C'1 ^ 'dpqa 3TT£rR HMI t I ^ 

^ ^ vTRf ^ ^ t ^ czni ‘gf^T f^T^lt^ ^ 

■SRI, SjjftTPT ?T«IT 3TT? <51^1 cfTT?^! TFTRfR^ ^ 

3T5»Tt^ ^ ^ # 1 W W "W t cF^hpT ^ ?T^ ^ 

^ ^ ^ f^tW f^lRIT t 3ft? ??Tv3ft? oTFTcT cf>T f^tjt?uT cPR^ ?nT3I ^ 

^ f^RTR ^ f^RIT t I ^ W RshhH sm ^ ?r?6I #, fcfcl?^ ■JI? 

?q^ ^ WT t ^ ??R^t? ^ ^ S^fr ^ "W t I W ^ 3T^6RT 
fiWRT SRI ^ t, t^Rrf^ 31?% ^ ?% ?;f^ ?# ?i? ?Rf? 3ft? 
;3^ 3TW ^ ^RIRH t elRRT 1%??^ % 3TR T^5 ^ SRI attpjft % Wet 
a^^urtf ttttt ^ 1^ ^ % aRi ar^^r? an^iT? ?? ^ stem ■ei% % 
f%I ^ ^ ^ 50 % 3TT? ^ snr ?? f^RTT? ^ ^ W^ 

3i^*TRT tm ^ armr? ^ %t w t ^ ?ti«i % ^ ?% 

T!f^ ?h7^ ^ t I 

4. ^ ?? ftw w% ?)? ^ WTTf%?r sft? ^3?cT ?% "nf 

^ 3R^RUT ^ ’Je^lt^RT eft ?T% % ?tc%tMt ?? cT^ ?T^ 
t ^?frf%) ^pT%t3TR ^ icT? ??R3ft<7 ^ SJTuT ^ ?? f%E%?uT ?R% ^ 
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^ ^ -vJc<JTl^d cTSTT ^ ^ ^ 

^ ui'l-^cny dcMid) ^ <s^N ^ SiHCd ^5^ RftJI dMld ^ f^iJI 1^ 
^vdf^k! (^fer ^ ^ vidnf^d 3TSM ^ ^ 1^ 5Rlt^ 

^ wft wnfr ^ ciKtiRch 3P^R^ ^ l^chlcr^ ^ tJTFTT 

I 

5 WTT^ ^i4c^MIM ^;pTTf ^ 3T^iTTcf ^ ^TT^ 2001 ^ 

^ ^TfTT^' M f¥?r4t ^ ^ aiMdleHld^^ f^Tl^t^fr ^f ^ arfftneHT^W f^rfM c^t 

f^WeRfR ^ ^ %Jn iPIT t I 50.50 ^ 3TmR ^ ^ cTejT 

4l£jt;ifSr ?fiuft ^Rdtrf^iil ^ 3fjRid ^ arrdNR d>t «ft 3TR 

d'ff 'i: 41'^K RbiJi "^jlT dcf?l I 

6 Rrf^ jntER5T4 gRI dM4<WI j'HR ddTTdd eTFTd dd RrdRuT f^RIT W t I 

7. inRlTRRt 4 ^JTFfRJ dd RdRoT R^HIclcft ^ 3r54£I-2 dSTT RfdtRd 

WfRf irf^^dT ^ ^aRT cTP]; Rrtt ddr ^ I 

ift dtd dR^ f % 1^0 ^ jTfcrRRr ^ Md dW w 

^ ddTdtRd ^ «fR dR^tdROT RRTT ^ 3flR dIHM dftRft 

ddRfTdRl R7 (4dR cFR 4 RdT RTR^ ^ I ^TTf^fdd^ dT^ ^R^ % 
Rratdd^ ^ ddT Rd? R? cRffRR iR RRdIdT RdtcT d^tdcT cf^ ^Jedt^ f^WR f^RTT 
W t 3ft7 dFRft ^«fr W?fRR dft OR dRT Rtdtd d^tdd ^RRT WTRd 

^ed ^ ^Rlcl ^ ^ dRRflRrd RrH RdT ^ ddR^Td dT cff dTHM iJcRT W 

dT RRiRt d?rfTd tR t%^jT RT R^RTT t I HTf^fdR?t dB- ^ dtd dR^ t WdJdd ^ 

dxR ^ dlfRl ^ ^^TMt ^ dTdRd ^ ^ ^ >ti«if^ld ^ ift ddRH t 

inf^rdR^ ^ 3T^£fr TR f^RR 13ik w ^ r ^ t-.- 

1. RFf dd7 RT Rt^lHd dd ddd ^ f^ f^Rltdcp etT^ dd RI-RSTd ^ 3TTdR 

R dRdT t 3fr7 Rfd 3T^ 2000-01 t, 3T^E7 ^ % f^Rrfcfd> ^ cRT ^4 Blf^ 
^ RRf 3Tdf^ d1%d vJ dj l4 t 

ddddd RRTd cf^ ^ ^"tRI dMc1<t| t R dRid f^dR f^RIT RH ^ I 

2 RBT cTR dR^ dHiJl cl^t ^IW dd RT^ dTRft ^JRT RT 

df^li c^ dT^T ^df^efPT R^d f^RH ^ I 

3. RFTd R t^Rf^Rff ^ «n^ ^f ST^d ^ fcR B^ddd eRiT <if^dt ^ "dT^T f^f^ldd 

^dfJRd f^RJT RIT % I dR ^Rft ^ dteR RT %, d? dRd t^Rd dTdT t 
^ R RdK d^ f^RTT RTT # Ril'Rb dF RfRft ^RR ^eff R l jcfidN ^ ddf^ t d 
fc5 ^ I 
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WI t cRf^ ^ ^ '<?T^ ^ cTFIFT ^ ^fll^r^ f^ ^ 

^ 1 

^ JlfcTl^ ^ ^ '4>Y tdjt an 3ft^ gl^ '41 

f^nr ndl STT TTcfTSd f^4^ui ^ Rcid ^TT^ ell■*(d 4>'<4 ^ 5ITf^<'IIT'^ 4^1 df^f^c-n 

W Tig ^t^T cfr?4 n5t 01 3TT^I cF-RTH 'd f^^I “0) I'^cITd I Ml' '0 ■>[f#l|?T # d 

vieMTenT cf)i4cne1IM ^ ■sfR S'tllcIM 'dU'xrl ^ITjT ^Flel f^nil T^Tf I ^>11 'ti4^I 

f^uri^ ^ cf51 Tiffn ^ Tf t 3fk Jnter0 it? ^rF?i0 t W'd qav ^ 

^l44)emjl ^ TRf0d ^ afiT ^rit^TH ^iTIcTT ^ I TTf0W0 3110 

f0-nto 05 ?n 3r50£it ^ 41 1105 f0T^ 4 ?tt 05 tedpti ^ 

ar^Ei t I jntor0 hpt 0 t f0> JicEdM f0cRui ^ v30?it 3tf^?^i^ d»fr T5l ^mk cetti 
? mT t ^T?d f0T3FT TT 0 ^ W] WSIPT TFJTT 41 ?ldT t I 

TO TT T#er, elSTOI TOTeT^ ?e^f0 ijftTd TTRISIH WR ^ t T0tf05 '^^^ 

01 3Tf^ f^gfrui 105^135nRT 0 i ^i? cfs^i ttI^^et^ 4 f^RldTi 0i ^ei ■'jw rit 

f0RT 3flT PlijldcE 4 i?01r 5R ^ feETT 4, Rlf^cETl!! 4 STTTO^ ?T82I 33T^ RtTEt f ^ 
ITT TT 14tqf?fRlt RT41 t ereiT vER RT TT^f^d 0 10rrR '41 105^ RRT 4 I 

^ yTRT, yiRl^T f0TO 4 R«JI ■'RmRI ^Je^I 0 14EltlFT ^ T^gf4 45 iRTai- 

TRSI TT^ f45TJ RTJ 150 ^ ’44 ISR^I t I 

TRRI'R '** I5I^/41o ^ TRcR t RSR RRWTT cf^R^ •** 

Igl^/4l0 ^T 3ik TTcR Rlf^R *** ^RiR/4lO^ (l0.27%) TOT 4 I 

§^<0 7E0 fefo 

wrr^i ^ 

mt10cei4 r? 4t^ % 105 10ti1rt 4 4 10firR 31^01 05 4 14?414d 

yi?TFTcfl 4 R5rt ITeTT ITTeW R0f 105RI t ltTTTl05 IJ0 ^ 4?T 4 I3e^^ 105RI TO t | 
4^501 MR1^140i 4 5nteF4 ^ w tetotti^I 14iTR 6(8) ^ 31^;^ ^T01frR ittci^ 
I?JTO ^ TT 'HIRM ^ ^ mRcEcHH R5t 4 05 3TcTO R40 10 cE^ T0f 4 I 3TeT; 
Rt 10^ 4 4o f50 4^10514^5^ R5. lef. 05 14nT TOTR tJc?! 05 14ql^ ^ MqlvHHI0 
T]?0l Jft 14 r1?T<j 4 4 0r 14 ^Id* 3T«lleT 4. 05050141 sfRI Rm iJevTRlcT iTkRTTO 
10# #R^ RR 4^ 014 R5T RTOT 10tRT I 

^1105 yR5ER RR #4 Wf R01 105RT TO t ?nleE^ 51110^5# *** iSTcyT 
nRr 41o ^ 05 TOM ^ ^ t I 

14#t #rct 05 40?T 4 ynte# w rr ^ 1105 4' Tfiui ;j5fi0r c0 

3n£nT TT 4o g-S^ gRT ^rt| SlqRl ^ 01tR 'RRcT # 1050 RTT 14qlc4 0 Tf0l0eT 010 



[wri—1] 


^TTTTT ^ TF?PT5T : 


17 


vjMd^ t 1^ ^err ^rrf^ ate ^arrliT^ ftei 
^fte ^ ^ fte t I tete ^ teq ^ aMcHd^i 

~<^ 3TTETR tR ^ejT fter^ gRT ^ ^^/HlcHI-i n<> .Micb'^'Si 

arq^ 'jft ^7f5^ te, te?R, ate^TUi int, afrwR ^ ^ it^ 

'JRTRfRRfi W R'cIR cfTT McfR 1 

^I^T3^ ^ ^ cjRR ^ fte ^RTf @ §"?te aiter^it ' ■'' c^rd^ 

irf^ ^fto ^ cfj >HimRj qc^ ^f5t qfe 11 

WRRT ^ aTTEfR TT^ ifie^ Tnf^ 47.08% (*** ^^Td^/ifto ^) ^d?n t I 

(^) <^iR*<i ^iuHi'^^ a<’*( a^+^di^^l^il 

wchc^ fteR ^ d f^Td^ c^ ^RteR, ^^TteT?t ^?TmR?i qdi aft? 

tecT ^ fteq^TR qfe ter t i 

'HIMRT q;^ 

infter^ aRterftr fteter/^3c>Trtef ^ te '^o teftM gr?! dgd^ fte 
dttet ^ ?TTe7i eft arq^TR ^ft^Rr gg ?fgft ^ crt iRdrg tel f i 

aRT: ?imiRr qdJ g^T ?te ^5Td?/ftlo ^ r? fter rth % \ 

fite tern 

te cRi^ fftte teRT gg ?fger t, RTf?rtet rj^crt fftte terg gg ?ftTft ftlft ft 
terfft^ ?rteft tete aft? teTR gRi 1te rtj sftter ?> ?ttct fftd?n ft i 
jrrfSrgTTftt gTR^^PTT fftte chiHd ^ fftejte ftq fto ft^rtergR? g^o f^o "eft Rite ft 
RPiifftgiRd ?TRTterfti R? fte? ter ft 1 

WdRTT fftter teRT *** ^RR/ftto tet ft I 

telRd ftl 3TTRR R?, RRR Rlfdd 49.06% {*** ^5Td?/fttO ^ ^ I 

3. teftl 
(Rj) te TJRft, teftt 
WR^ qc?i 

RTfftgte RR ftte: RRft ft fft> fto te? ft fftsifRcr RTRitet ^ arq^ir? aftte dRd^ 
Rftt RRift ft fftR^ a*ftlft ?rR dctei fter ft fft? istet ijcrirr hmici ft rr? rrt dHid 
?rtet Rfftter ftrftlRR Rft rtrct ^ RR?Rr amrr ft fftrte ?fte ft tetft teRT wd«i 
te? ft 1 te aRR vdeRKd dTRd RR ?iRer ft, R? tel?5 ftel RRT ? 1% dFRT ft 
1RT fftdTRRf Rftft rI^R^R Rft! RRl ft I ^ RRR ft Rlfteftt R? ft^ Rdft ft lft> RERTRfft 

?tem Rft ftertte 17.72001 Rft 3Tfft?j;RRT r^ r?r Rft Rft sft i Rifftte rf ftt ftm 
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1^ro ^ ^ t \ ^- ^ ^ WcT amr^ ^ 

^ ^ f^Eikw ^arr ^r 'ipr^rt eft i 

^TTf'^mrixlt TTf ^ t ^0 ^ ^ irr'I^T ^ fMf^RT T7^3TR ^ f^tcT 

c?5tTTcT ^r ^r ^ ^ t i ^raf^r h'Ih'Ihk ^ 

^ t ^ MRuii^id: ^0 ^ ^ >HmHj A ^?frEH 3T^rf^ t ?f«nRr 

Rwcfl ^ 3T^ ^ ^'?H ^anRfdtRd ^ ^f^r 

sfW'j t ^ TrRf^rRiTfr ^r >HciTrR wcw | 

^ an^N ^ ^JTRR? ^ **‘ ^Sr?R/^0 ^ ^RR ^ l SRT SdRd 

^ d# ddT t ^drf^ IdtoRt * * * ^IeR/^0 dd dRTR 

dft t I 

Piilfcl ch|+id 

drteRt ^ t RF^ Ridtdcb ^ dTdd d^r Rtdtf^ dTdT3Tt dT&f-ddeT ^ 
3Tdf^ ^ ^tdd dlRd dfrdd ^dd^Rd d?Rd “dqdfSd d^dT^ t I STd dft^d^ ^ f^d 
d>tdd ^ Wdl'd'list dd dd4 fddi ^ I irrRrdd^ ^ ^d ^fldTT^Tdd cHldd ^ 

3TTdR dd ^d^ dEdTdf^ ^ad ^ ^dd dddl^ f%^r dd -dTdd^ d^ d^W id#, 

d^ fRr 3ftd dd^tdd ^ ddd # dRTdRr# d^ f#dR f?ddT # I 

ddd^dRI Rrdtd d^tdd * *' dTdFd/#tO dd dd#F ^ I 

"^1% Pid'icich gTd dll# ddd d#F Rdl ddT ^ ^drfeTd dlf^dd# * ‘ * ^d?/#Fo dd 
d^t Md d^Tdd d^ cR^ t I 

dd#dd ^ 3d£dd dd, dTdd dlf^ 24 87% (*** ^dRdd/^fto dd )dd'dT # | 

(^) ddfift ci^ 3RT f%?lfdcb/N3Rldch 

ddRd f^ddd dd d## ddd d^ RdT ddd % ^dTl#R dlteRt ^T PlHlj,dR 
dTddd ^ dd f#dtd d^tdd dd Rrdfdd tol # I 

JdfERd# dtd dd# t ddt#r ^ f#difr Mdd?/ddddd^ # dddid d^ f%dT # I 
Rd dTf#dd# # ^ dRfdd1cl#r # ^^dd #0 #dd R#t d^ f#R dsrRTdtRd ddTTR ^ dd 
d d'4 fcTdT # I 


-dd- dlHHJ ijdd dd * ‘* ^gTdR/#F0 dd R dR# RddT ddT # I 



■HRcT ^ TFSm • 
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[■^FTl— tjtt?- 1 ] 


^ ^ chK^^Hi gn t ^ arwfrrft M?r*1/vJcgTggir 

^0 g^t fMg r}?t^ gg ■'(Tg^ t i ^o g^t Mg 

gM wi jrgR M gnig'lM gg ?g gmgM fggfM ^ f^n? ift Mr Mn ggi 
t I 


ggRiPTT Mcf gM **' ^rr/^o gg gg?n t i 

gg^'gg g^ angR r, wg gif^g 44 11 % (' * * ^^icR/ifto eg gggr 10 

4. grgg - 'Hihiwj tj??i ctsit Mfg c}5\ ^crtt 

^cRT ^ MsJg fM^r ^ Mrjgr^ ^ggg^n t - 

'grgg git^g wt Mg 'cMg gft? ^grgr^ ipr ^ M 

gf%g ^Rgr gM i g^r ^Rgr fgimR-g^ gvft '{gg r grgRrg' ggwgr '■f;:R g? 
gcjRTgg M ggg g^^ gf MRfi gg,g ^r g^t i irM grg^ ^r gRign 
g^l M, jgjgR grM, "iffM MggNg't ^ 3 rr 3^ M gM 

^Mggr cR[ ggrf^g Rrj ggf^g Mr gggr t, Mg gM ^Mggr 'gjl 

ggrM gR^ gj^ sMr M Tpi-g'tt^ ^ngi^ gg ar^M ^ rM I ' 

gygg grM gg ^tjggrgrg gRO ^ M Mg))^ ^ Mg gfrgg gini^g ijgg g5^ 
pel’ll gRg viftgg gTR^grgr Rgtg g^lgg c^ 'jng gJl ^ i grgRg gg ^giigiRg cr;^ 
gjTg grf^rgg^ 0 mgg^fft MnigRl 3i^gg I g^ Rgg 2 c^ 3T^'gi^ cgygiy git gigr^ 
gfM gjO g^t«Ri rpj, Mt ^ i 

gg? ggr MRg grgr^j ^gg ggRiTgi Mg gMr c^ aggR gg vfrMRt ^ 
Mt ^ Tjgg grargr g^" ^ Hi\'d g^f fMfctg gTg:g ggg; c^ Rrtj grgg MSrg ^Fg 
Mr # i 
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RldRF^/F3dFldch 

ETIHM 

Pf^lcl ^Hd 

TFEH iFli^ 


EgFO/EETT^ 

EgFO/EETf.^ 

(%) 

•ifelR^ji ^oEfto 

♦ * ♦ ♦ 

* + ♦ ♦ 

10,27 

1. chlR^i |FT^ t^r^teEF 




cRO 




2. ^<;Jl'^Rch<>^ ^0 

+ + ♦ * 

* * * 

47.08 

Rfo 

1 




3, <3TRF Efpjft Rdfdctj/ 

* ♦ * ♦ 

**■*■*■ 

49,06 

vddFIdcb 




VJl441 

♦ * * + 

# + -4 -fr 

24.07 

1. ^T^REt,^, 




2. R^ta/ 

It ic * k 

ic * * k 

44,11 

ddFIdcb 





TTET TTlf^FT ^ # I 

TTTtel^ ^ t 1995 ^ 1975 ^ eTIaT 

9c5(5) ^ OTJfnr ^ ETT^ ^ 3Rr>^cT cTTI^ TTT MldnM ^ ^ T f^f^n 

Ffr T? ^ ^ ^ ?TT^ ^ TTTf ^ ^ I 

^ ^ THTEIH % f^ ^ ^ 'tlvIc^K ^5T 7IF ^ ^ 

^?TfTT^ cfTT^ ^ TTET ^ 7^^ 3^k cTSTT Slf^ t|M ^ TF ?''{! 

^ ^ ^ cf^t 3TTf^ ^ ^^rfm-^fERTT T7 STrj^ Ttw T^^ ^ ^fTE^ ^ 3ff7 

^ 3fk ^TTf?)' ^TTcF^ sT^ ^ 3TT^ ^ ^ ^ I ^ '4t ITTTEJTT # 

^ 3TTf^ ^ ^TTR^ ^ ^ cf^t Tf TTfftw TT ^ 

^ mRuhh t Rmr^ cfr MidH^'ieft ^ mRuiih 3tt% fttt ai’tRi 

^ f^ ^ ^ ^ 3lto #ift r 

^3^ Rm-ll, 31^EI-II ^ 3TEfRT tft ^ RFT^ STRT ^5T ^ mRiJIIH FRf RfTTT c?rrdi 
t FTt ^ ^ mRuiih ^ 'EJ^ ^refTT ^ stRi ^ RfefREJT 'jR efItt Rttt^i 

'. Trfer 3TT3rrRr tt^, ^fffh TT^Rt R Rfv ifroTiY R tjcRt ty ^^fR niTrr 

afR ^ R ^EF^ vJdllcJcRl' er ^ ^TF^FfR R tRrtR FFITFT TFf^d EfrR sFiTd FTW-fl’ 

g^r EZFFT ^ w RTW . r EfRcfcit ER TTfer 3TFEFFFft ^ TF^f^f tr f^lTFI'F TFT^ A 

^ ^FTTEF ^RTT 3TT??ZFEfF EfTT^H tt?IT t Rf 'TF^ R WT ^ cfJt cFRtFF Ef?! ^;RTF R TlRd 
3TT^ ^ ^RefR ^F ERFt(<T ^7^ ^ ^ t OTERn T^JT ^ 3FT3 ]tR R TFITFT 






[‘‘TFTi—75^ 1 ]_ MTOT^ wnsr: arortTHTTr _^ 

^Fm?r ^TTT cT^ 3RiaTT ^ t ^£fWT ^^tWr ^ ^ 31RI«fT ^fT^T ^ # 

^ ^f 'iochicic: cRcft # I 

•m^ ^r ^jifrrr ^ arpirat ^ nmg ^ ^ ^ ^ f^rf^ ^ 

jf^a ar^ ^?jWr ^ wnaa, otch f^, arar, 

afTiwaar, fts^t yil^-ul, wa a5t arar arf^ 3TTf^ ir aaa t^uaff ^ 
3Fpra-ii (iv) ^ arjaR fcRTR tor w ^ I 

a^Hn 3TRnta ^•jaar^R f^ar ^snar t 

^TPfTna ^ irraa 3lk erf^ ^ ars^cn ag- jrrtor^ ^ ^ aa 

3TTa^ ^ f?Rpff ^ ar^aa-ii (iv) asn vjf^Rad arf^r ^ 

^ f^w t I 

5fTf?mR$t ^ Wrt ararfa ^o arw f^o ^ ^ 

f^f^FT 3Tf^ aR^ aa afjmaR # 3Tk ^ aa amna ^ 

mR%- 


3fTf^ Rdda 

1997-98 

1998-99 

1999-2000 

it3tf3nt 

(2000-01) 

5Rar (va^) 

6250 

6250 

6250 

6250 

aa ^cFkt 
aanaa (aa^t) 

3785 


4990 

6154 


4300 

5366 

5742 


aarfcn aa 

3nai% 5TOI dMifi'i 
(%) 

69% 

86% 

92% 

86 % 

y-i^l'iiK yxci 

M 

3149 

3750 

4073 

4637 

aia 6<?iia> (oil's a^.) 

4483 

4534 

5266 

5865 

aifcfH a^SR 

183 

279 

380 

172 

wfcTcn^ai'^t afl'dd 

aR^ (3TRTRT) 


66667 

69646 


3Tf?raKra aaiiRici ata 
(a^) 

10142 

9934 

12372 

10481 

^of 3Tlai<aaa ^Mid 

(aa^) 

6693 

6184 

8299 

5844 

aai^ 31 1 <11 a ^ chiR<ii 
^ saaiat aa f^>SHi 

33,59 

48,42 

53.45 

48,58 


2905 GI/ 2002—6 
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(%) 





RFR a^l^JF A ^441 

18 

9.7 

7.23 

7.99 

FT f%RTT (%) 





■'^IcbR aiFId ’f ^«|cS 

51.59 

58.12 

69.68 

56 57 

^ ^ anRF FT (%) 





'HIvJR f'TRf ^ aTTFF 

23.16 

30.14 

35.86 

27 09 

FT RFR RFT ^ (Vo) 





R»1'fl t FFld FT 

12.41 

6.04 

4.85 

4.46 

'dtpel ^IfTf ^f 





RFgT ^ ^ aTTRF FT 

35,57 

36.18 

40.70 

31.54 

RFR RRT ^ % 


1 




31.05 

37.75 

32.92 

44 24 

TTFT ^ % f%Rn 





f^dcH Mll^l (R. 

* It * k 

if if * k 

* * ♦ * 

A A A A 






ddJlFT RTdd 

* if k * 

k k if ir 

» * * Hr 

k k k k 






RTiTchlRdl (R./TJH^I) 

k k k * 

if * k * 

♦ * * Hr 

* ft A A 


^ ^ arrarat ^ ^ 

^ ^ ^ ^ cf^ 't i nrf^chiyl mtft ^ 

M 3TFft f^nrf^ cFTt ^fwr ^ t ^ wM f^raWr, Tfim 

3Tait^ ^3 tT ^ ^Md«Ki ari^ ^ aTTEiR ^ arfteF ttft afR aite^ arrm^ 

cf5T i <^) ^ (^'41 ^liJI ^ I 

nTtor?t ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ Pl^ciH f?FTT ^ f?rf^FT «tI% 

TTR^ afR ^0 aFR f^o ^ wn^ rfrt ^ rR[ Rpft ai'R 

afR ^^TRRTRT^ ^ ^ ^ RRH Wf|i:T I f^f^FT ^^r?l 

^ ^ERfRT ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ I ^^R^ t 

^to aFR f^O 'JRRRT 4 ^ ^ ^ i^^aTR ^ 

vjcMicn ^R^ t 1 Rm arcrf^r ^ ^Rf ^RFft ^ RRT aFf^ if ^^g^Rr srft ^ 
R7T1RT 95% FT^3TR ^ RFT^ 1^ t I cfFRft ^ aFRT f^fte 

RTT^tf$RT ^RR t I aF: FTRTfcft ^ f^EJ^R ^ anSTR 3f%rRTf&F t afR 

FT^RR RPTcfr afR Rf RcqjFT RFF ^ FfFRTTsJ f^RR f^FlT RRT 

RSTT SKI ^-Srf^ cbK<t> '^^HF F f^RR f^RTT ^MI ^ I RR't RlRTFRt ^ RFRT 

^ ai^'fttj iflei RRRfr ^ f^RpR tjiicf^l cF aTFFF f^RfT ^ Rlf^ RSfRl ^ fR 




[ qrn I—1 ] 
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arjl^ ^T'^T ^ ^ffOT JTRT ^ ^ ^ ^ 3T|57T^ ^ ^J?RW 3TM ?T WcTT 

ST I 3TfT: JTTf^fcI^ ^Tf ^ ^FTRJ cfff ^ifm ^ #?R c^'WT^TT ^ ^-WTl^ 

g^ur^r ^ c^ gTRUT gp^y fcrf^FT ^rrafEJcT vic<TRl W ^'i^m ^JFEfT g^T ^ gf^ ir 

fcTf^pg ggrgn^ c^ ^ g^ ^ 3^r esrpr w lr i 

difeig^i Bg^ 3TTf^gT HIgg-sl ^ STF Mic^^ 6ldi ^ grgRg" g^ g^t gtg crgirg 
10,000 Tjg^ 3?r 12000 grr^ gg? ^ t srk g^ srf^ gg g^ gggg t I gVcj^ 

^ f^ vjgrrgg gfk emgr wfrg ^ gtgf^ ^?jgg^ ^ ^ gg fJicTcg ^ 1 sra'Pt 

ggrgf gm ^^ ^ f|# ^ t gg;g ^ cblRgi 3TR.it, ^ 

3yiiuid grggitit gjcg? c^ gig^^ gig ^ ggtgr % ^ WT if «ri c^ gggg gsit 
3TTgT?T ggtgr grgr if ^ ^ t l wg-gry ^ if gr^ c^ gggg gif 

ciivtdf^gj ^ ^ 13Tk g? «Tf^ ^fgRT it ^ 1 

Tnfstggit g?" its gRi t" grfg grgf^ it itgg ssfrg gtt Pfgei Rsg) wiRt 
iY-STfcfggw gttgg ggr ^ i gRtg igft if gif^d sTTgrg ^cg if gt^it gg?i ^ ■rr^d % 
ggtfiJ iit gifer 3TTgRff ^ gjg ^ ig ^rteRgr g^gg if grg t gffxr gign gregifit 
s^cg> ffgii ^ grg it io gi^itit ^ gigif i gr«r grsgifit sj,cgi gRd igg ^jgg g^t i? 
srfcrgggg^ g>tgg ^ grg g^ gnit if it i gritit |t t 1 io cftgtijtil ^ ^ 
ggr fit itgivjegt sig gggiiiit ^ ggig lyg it sfig gsg it figR fitgr gm?, srs: fg ^ 
it jgfiggif gRf fifigs: R^k fitgr ggr ^ 1 jnfiggit g?" its gRcf ^ fit ggit3TR ggt 
sMfigt ssTTS t gfftr wfis jrsg is st^sr ggwgr ^ ^ ig atfigrRgt gft it 
g^g 'j^cd ^ srg ^ciHi gft ggit i” ifi PiHfeiRad figfsg i ?if gfigrfis fitgr ggr i" 1 
gfe sg^ gg^ g> gtm ^ gigrg srgfi i itni^ ermgT ggr i- eft gi^ seig 
grg ■ggrg' g^ figtw i ir^gg gr^ grgr g^ it gtg eri iti wf^ 
srfigtRgt g? it itgr i gtit ^ gtr^R ggrg w t i 3TS: grm srgfi i gfg 
*^cg gft ^ddi grig 3Tgfi ^ itgg ig srfefggggj ijeg ^ ggg gRi gft ggr sfis 3lt^ 
3T5fSf t I io <^ifit gg gf sgt fit grrgR ^ ^ g? ggriRR ggR fitg gr? t 
git^ io is figts sfrgt fi^sft gi fitg gg i g fit affig ggtggrsff gtt. it 

sficT gif t ggifit gfi sigt Rgigisi gtt, fissg ^twr grfis sggTeff i ^g itsT i it 
sgTjfrhgr st^ts: -^igg w? is grrsfigt jrgfgsrsTf gtt # gft gnit t i fgferg gi^ satg 
gff figft g^ ?ggg gfi^sT ggig ^3g i sig jfgtR gg^^argr ^ gg gft gi sg^gg 
getgr sfis i 1 sgjggrfSR gtrwgr sr ^ ^ gg ^jggfgtg gft ^ergr sfis t fiiit 
jTTtefit 3f3^ gig if gR g^ # I ^grtirg mfigtrif i sit itfi srggrf t I i. ^^itit 
gis 'riRd gg^ gtr ngtr gigrg grsgirit ^egt RWi ^ grs it ggsg^if gt^ gtg 
t I grfigtTir fsi#T gtt srfigt eggs ^ gfi i figr grj fiigif ^ iis i ss its gtgi 
t fit grgitg fitis i gggrg if T?git3TR ^ gtsit i srgi figfgt 4.2.1997 ^ fiig i 
B^sg gsg gg ggsrrtit is fierfgq gtt g^ gtt svigRR g^ i aig sicj ssfrg gtt 
f^ifM gtt EZTPT i gtfiT t I tifi^ anf^ ssgtf arsig grfis aggist it ^ i gtStit, 
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TTTanttJt ^ ^ cTT-wit^ ^ ^ 3TsJ ^ ^ 

TT^ T? cPt TTTET^Eft ^I^ eft ’PTET aftT eif^ CifR 

^f^t 3T??lto cll'Wf^ eif^ ^TfnTTit 1 

6. 4Iiye^^ \yefm cRT 3T^ ^ 

TTfemr^t T? TtE ^ f^; ^ TFT 3fR Tjf^ ^1 viFTTI^cn -ift? f^TtcT 

irf^^ T? TTTTT TT^ ^ ift TV t I ^ TTTT ^ TTTtEtTTT^ TTT Tf. TFRT ^ 

>HITMd TIET^Eft TT Ft?T TTET ^TTT TfeTTsfl gTTT TClVl cEt 

^ 5lf^ Ti't TTTTT TJTTT ^ dTf?f) TFr^tk TT^nx it ^pft atW FfltF Tlf^RTtlt T?t tW^T 
TerrftiFT T?r drr Tft ^ witfi ftr ^r i 

TITfStTTF T? itt TTT^ t TTEF^tft --FTt 

TTTT Tt? FFTT^ ^ ^ TeR TTt UTlf^ TR TTTkTI t Sll'? ?TT^ 4AT?TW ^4 
FFTT^ Ttt WtST 3?f^?Tt TY ^ TTTT T? TTTTTT %, TT^ TTTefrq ^TRT^ ^ ?"H TTFT^tft 
cFT TTTT TifFRTErt ^1 T^tt aiTTFft 1 f^M^d TTET?t?Jt FT^-fl TTt 
TR^ ^ TIFTatt ^ TTTT #^1 TT^ aTjf^ RTT TTTTTT ^ RITFT aft? RF'tT TFT 
Mdd Tfncfi RTTHT FFT vJTTlcKTTaTl T^ fctT FTITg" tr^ c^ arf^TTF Rld)RT FTFi^J 'T?tt ^1 
WFFT TTTTT ^ I TfET^^ft FTTFt cFt efT^ TTR^t ^ ^ft ^ft yr^,iv> ^ .yfqui 

Tll^rat^RT ^ ?TTf^ FTTFFTTaft/iratTR-TT^ift efft FFTF Tft FTR-iRn f>)>'^t1 4l ydd^ F 
TTTTt^d ^Ttt 1 

Tlf^^FTfl T? dtF tfy^ ^ f% Tto ^ FE^ f%FI tRIT ^ 

TnfTtcFT?t ^ ^ TTT^ ^ fcrfiFT TTTRT RTWF TFT^ TT FE^'S gli -■^TT iNdRT'' 
Tt TTTTRTT fcmrR 'itRrr FTftr ft I frFrtdt-Fl ^t ift ft (cFFT ^ fa^ f^N' Urf^tTltt 

gM eftt FR -^HcJI^ f^rWJFR Tjf^d FT Tf^t 7T^ afk vWT'ft f?iy SK-rj/tyl ^\) 

arjT^ TFT atk TTTeft ^ TTFfrtF TRJFt <FT 1%FT I ^ FTF ^1 MltTtrFTTtt vTF 

kFT kt -fTE FR^ t Rt RTF ^ RT^ TTTFft Ttf^TF TR^Tt afR f^FT 16 ttI 

aTRrkr TTcFRT krTR Rrtt tfRT ^ Fk ^r t l ITTkTTFT^ ^ tf^T t fk ^TTk R 'rl^ld 
TtfkTF kttFTTt TT TkiR T'lft fknT kfRTI RRTT t RF R% FTF fk%d ^1 FRJd 
TFT k I ^FTfkr TR RkTFTk aTTTRFFTFI FT F fcF FtfecF T^ FTd fk%d 

kkFF f^ RTTT FTf^ ^ TT RTF ^ ^tFF RkfF RF k fklR RFFT FIT FTfT | yyfvtTFRt F 

kTFF Tk ^ kferkr TFT ar^RF i%FT t aff>r kft ^FFrf RR^ ^ ffi kk’Ri mrrri ri 

3TFk FF^ FRTt ^ kn? aTTFfkd FR^t it FFT FF ai^jFTF f^hFT ^ I :^FcF 

arkfkFR FTfEtcFTk F^ FTf fR^ % Ao TfTkM glF kRt TF FFW f^Fdt Ftt RFI 
FR gTF FFTt ^mR Tt ftklFF RTF F5t F^ kt afR F^ FFF T^ Rf^d RfR 

FRTTt FRTFT FFTFTF FFf FT I RR RTF TITFER RfFF FF FFF t, FIRtfRI FF FTF^ 

t Rt tfrf Rfff arRritF fftT R ffRf ^fft R fR Rft rt fRvitt fRjh Fd fifr 
FFFT ^ FR^ F? TFtf RRf fR RfT I tRRftR ^ Rfe FtR<F1R tR aiK' R RIF 
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cjTf^cf^ ^ ?^aR c^ fcRft ^ ^ jra^ '<35^ ^ viTwm 

t, ^ ^fTPT^ 11% f^nirfTTTcft f^-16 ^ ar^T^-f amif ^en ^] 

^ HFT^ ^r amr^ M t i 

7- 

-m^S ^ ^ 1^ tt|w ^ ^ arf^mif^ aff^ ^arrtw MtT 

^?flTTT^??P ^ ^ ^ SIRT 3, 3^, 8H 9, 9^ ^ aTEft^ ^f|T3? ’fXj <331 tJ>l>^cj3^ afl'^ 

Hgi^ ^r^TT^ ^ t^TTJ ■'^ irfcT^TcT ^ ^ Rb'yi <NI f' I 

(it) f^pgp^' 

rp( f^-ETT^ an? ^ ^ t ftfe;- 

(^) ^ ^ ^ ^ 3T8M ^ ^ MfrfcT ^ ^ ^ ^ITT*^ 

^ ^ ^ Tj;??T w %?n wu %. 

m f^rf^FT 3TTf^ afk ^nfer arrsrmt gm ^ ^f ft^ wr ^ ^ ^ 

5rf% Hull's! ^ ^ 3TsJ ^ '{3fi|t£i ^?l'l cR^ W Hlci'l^'lEit ^ ^Tn<T ch'!^ ^ 

afR ^-sTR trre^ afr? §t 1% ^ yrtor^ ira^R ^ 

NJwl'y ^ 3T^^ ^ ^ wt ^ # I ^ ^ei 

^ ^ ’ft ^ ^ t fft3 f^’TT^ 21.12.2001 ^ arf^Rj^RT ^ rT^ 

fftiTFT £[rt gTT^qft^ arf^ ft wiRf ft FTft3TR ft amuft tR x^ ftftgftftur 
wm] w t men^ft ^ t fft rtet ft ftt ft^gftftRi fftRtr cf^r 

WTM R’TRH ^ I ?m gn ftt WJtJf ^Rlft ft fft TfRftET fftft^ ft 

ft ^ ft R’TTft ftt HMdl ft ft I 


(]f0 ^ ft^ 'd'icbK RffTTT^e^ ^ 3T?2IRT 40 ft 

arftftr arrft ^ crarr ftlR^ii otr ft afk uftft ft ararcTT fftftfftcT 

w (tt^3tr) ft ^ ftft w I ftHf^Rdd 

dlf^cbl ft ftfRT{ 3 ft ft ^ ^ ^5TcR/ftt.^. ft ^ ^ ft 
ft^ ft 3t?R ft ftftcfftftii ^ mdd'iift Rqrft ^ 

ffti+’lRj^l ^Rft ft ftft?T ft ftxTR 7T^ t I 
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fi-l) ^ 3TT^ ^ f^cW ^ 3Tto erfEri^RFT ^ 

(W^) 3T^ ^ ^ ^3Tr^ I 

w^t#l, frf^ ■^n^rarrd 3TO: T?f^ 

MINISTRY OFCOMMERCE AND INDUSTRY 
(Department of Commerce) 

DIRECTORATE GENERAL OF ANTI-DUMPING AND ALLIED DUTIES 

NOTIFICATION 

New Dellii, tlie 21 si September. 2002 

FINAL FINDINGS 

Sub.: Anti-DiimpiiiK invcstigaiions concerning Sunset Rc\ lew of antidumping duty on imports of Acrylonitrile 
Butadiene Rubber (NBR) from Korea RP and Germany. 

No. 50/1/2001-DGAD.— -Having regard to the Section 9A(5) of the Customs Tariff Act, 1975 
as amended in 1995 and the Customs Tariff (Identification, Assessment and Collection of 
anti-dumping duty on Dumped Articles and for Determination of Injury) Rules, 1995, 
thereof: 

A PROCEDURE 

The procedure described below has been followed 

(i) The Designated Authority (hereinafter also referred to as Authority), under the 

above Rules as per Section 9A(5) of the Customs Tariff (Amendment) Act, 
1995 and the Customs Tariff (Identification, Assessment and Collection of 
Anti-Dumping Duty on Dumped Articles and for Detemhnation of Injury) 
Rules, 1995 initiated Sunset Review to review the need for continued 
imposition of anti-dumping duty on imports of Acrylonitrile Butadiene 
Rubber (NBR) (hereinafter called subject goods) from Korea RP and 
Germany(heteinafter called subject countries) Subject goods were defined in 
the original preliminary findings of the Authority dated 30 12 1996 and 
thereafter confirmed vide Final Findings dated 17.7.1997. The Anti Dumping 
Duty after the last mid-term review were notified vide Customs Notification 
No.91/2001-Cus. Dated 7.9.2001 and the Anti Dumping Duty is present in 
force vide Custom Notification No.61/2002 dated 7.6 2002. 
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(ii) The Authority issued a public notice dated 1 10 2001 publisned in the Gazette 
of India, Extraordinary, initiating Anti-Dumping investigations in respect of 
the above mentioned investigation concerning imports of the subject goods 
classified under Chapter 40 of Schedule 1 of the Customs Tariff Act, 1975 as 
amended in 1995 originating in or exported from Korea RP and Germany 

(iii) The Authority forwarded a copy of the public notice to all the known 
exporters (whose details were available in the investigations conducted 
earlier) and the industry/user associations and gave them an opportunity to 
make their views known in writing in accordance with the Rule 6(2) 

(iv) The Authority forwarded a copy of the public notice to all the known 
importers ((whose details were available in view of investigations conducted 
earlier) of subject goods in India and advised them to make their views known 
in writing within forty days from the date of issue of the letter in accordance 
with the Rule 6(2) 

(v) Request was made to the Central Board of Excise and Customs (CBEC) to 
arrange details of imports of subject goods made in India during the past three 
years, including the period of investigation 

(vi) The Authority provided a copy of the initiation notification to the known 
exporters and the Embassies of the subject counties, New Delhi in accordance 
with Rules 6(3) supra 

(vii) The Authority sent a questionnaire to elicit relevant information to the 
following known exporters/producers, in accordance with the Rule 6(4) 

(i) M/s Korea Kumho Petrochemical Co Ltd (KKPC), Korea RP 

(ii) M/s Hyundai Petrochemical Co Ltd Korea RP 

(iii) M/s Bayer AG, Germany 

Response/information to the questionnaire was filed by the following 
exporters/producers' 

(i) M/s Korea Kumho Petrochemical Co Ltd (KKPC), Korea RP 

(ii) M/s Hyundai Petrochemical Co. Ltd Korea RP 

(iii) M/s Bayer AG, Germany 

Though M/s KKPC filed structured response to the questionnaire. M/s Hyundai 
Petrochemic Co Ltd indicated no desire to furnish the information, and M/s Bayer AG 
provided details on exports made by them and their views on their cost of production in 
general, and not as per structured questionnaire response 

(viii) The Embassies of the subject countries in New Delhi were also informed 
about the initiation of the investigation in accordance with Rule 6(2) with a 
request to advise all concerned exporters/producers from their country to 
respond to the questionnaire within the prescribed time A copy of the letter 
and questionnaire sent to the known exporter was also sent to the Embassies of 
the subject countries in accordance with Rule 6(3) 

(ix) A questionnaire was sent to the known importers/user associations of the 

subject goods whose details were made available by the petitioner for 
necessary information in accordance with Rule 6(4) - 
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Response/information to the questionnaire was filed by the followinc 
importers - ° 


(0 All India Federation of Rubber Footwear Industries 

(jj) Small Scale Rubber Industries Association of India 

(“') All India Rubber Industries Association of India 

(x) Information regarding injury was sought from M/s Apar Industries Ltd., 
the domestic producer of the subject goods 

(xi) Cost investigation of M/s Apar Industries Ltd at their premises at Walia, 
Gujarat was also conducted to work out optimum cost of production and 
cost to make and sell the subject goods in India on the basis of Generally 
Accepted Accounting Principles (GAAP) and to examine various injury 
parameters 

(xii) Additional information from M/s KKPC and M/s Apar Industries Ltd was 
also sought 

(xiii) An opportunity was provided to all interested parties to present their views 

orally on 7 12 2001 All parties presenting views were requested to file 
written submissions of the views expressed The parties were advised to 
collect copies of the views expressed by the opposing parties and offer 
rebuttals, if any, 

(xiv) The Authority kept available non-confidential version of the evidence 
presented by various interested parties in the form of a public file 
maintained by the Authority by the Authority and kept open for inspection 
by the interested parties as per Rule 6(7) 

(xv) In accordance with Rule 16 of the Rules supra, the essential facts^asis 
considered for these findings were disclosed to known interested parties 
on 13 9 2002 Response to which was filed by M/s KKPC and M/s Apar 
Industries Ltd. 

(xvi) On site verification of the exporter. M/s KKPC, Seoul was conducted on 
23‘^‘' August and 24**’ August of 2002 

(xvii) *** in this notification represents information furnished by an interested 

party on confidential basis and so considered by the Authority under the 
Rules. 

(xviii) The period of investigation (POl) considered is 1 4 2000 to 31 3 2001 


B. VIEWS OF THE DOMESTIC INDUSTRY, EXPORTERS. IMPORTERS. 

USER ASSOCIATIONS AND OTHER INTERESTED PARTIES & 

EXAMINATION BY THE AUTHORITY 

The views expressed by various interested parties have been discussed in the 
disclosure statement The views which have not been discussed earlier in the disclosure 
statement and those now raised in response to the disclosute statement are discussed in 
the relevant paras herein below to the extent these are relevant as per rules and have a 
bearing upon the case The relevant arguments raised by the interested parties have been 
examined, considered and, wherever appropriate, dealt in the relevant paras herein below 


L VIEWS EXPRESSED BY M/S APAR INDUSTRIES LTD. 
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a) PRODUCT UNDER CONSIDERATION & LIKE ARTICLE 

(i) Acrylonitrile Butadiene Rubber (NBR) is a synthetic rubber and is popularly 
known as Nitrile Rubber or NBR NBR can be of various ^-rades and can be 
supplied in various forms. 

(ii) NBR is normally described in terms of acrylonitrile and mooney viscocity 

(iii) Indian industry produces equivalent of all those grades which are being imported 
at present from Korea RP and Germany 

(iv) Indian industry is in a position to produce equivalent of all those grades which 
are being produced by the producers in South Korea and Germany even though 
the same are not being exported to India at present 

(v) NBR is classified in the Customs Tariff Act under Chapter 40 at six digit level 
under 4002 59 Though NBR has been categorised under dedicated Customs sub¬ 
head, lot of material is allowed to be imported under other customs heads as 
importers some time describe NBR as synthetic rubber The official statistics of 
Directorate General of Commercial Intelligence and Statistics (DGCl&S) does 
not therefore exhibit true and complete picture with regard to volume and value 
of imports The issue was brought out before the Designated Authority in earlier 
investigation regarding imports of NBR from Germany and South Korea also in 
fact the information furnished by the exporter from Germany and South Korea 
confirmed that the exports of NBR made by them were significantly higher than 
the imports shown by DGCI&S 

(vi) NBR is primarily used wheie oil resistance, abrasion resistance and heat 
resistance applications are involved It is widely used in defence automobile, 
footwear, fabiics, printers, oil field products industries etc 

(vii) Use of a particular grade of NBR depends on the end use to which the goods 
could put to use 

(viii) Customers in India as well as the other parts of the world can use NBR produced 
by any manufacturer interchangeably without making any changes in the plant 
and equipment Theie is no viable substitute for NBR and that there is no 
significant difference in the NBR produced by the petitioner and that exported 
from Germany and South Korea They all have similar characteiistic and are 
technically and commercially substitutable and should be treated as like article 

(ix) Iheic cannot be any difference in the technology adopted by Apar and the 
technology adopted by the producers in Germany and South Korea as NBR 
wot Id over is produced by emulsion polymerization technology 

(x) The present investigation is a Sunset review and therefore the position on 
product under consideration, like article and Domestic Industry remains the same 
as decided in the earlier findings 

b) DUIVIPING 

<i) NORMAL VALUK 

1 The following submissions have been made by M/s Apar Industries Ltd.:- 

(i) The cost of production for the manufacturers in South Korea and Germany has 
been calculated on the basis of the raw material prices as given by ICIS-LOR and 
on the basis of other costs as per the best available information The constructed 
normal value comes to ****$/MT 

(ii) The information on exports has been compiled from secondary sources viz 
Polymeis Plastic Rubber Journal(PPR) The material has been cleared by Customs 
bearing description synthetic rubber I'he PPR data has therefore been cross- 
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examined considering the name of importer, description of goods and the price at 
which it has been imported. 

(iii) The ex-factory export price from South Korea and Germany comes to 1.08 $/kg 
and 1.80$/kg respectively. The adjustments are to be made account of ocean 
freight, inland freight, marine insurance, commission, inland freight, port handling 
to an extent of ****$/MT, ****$/MT, ****$/MT, ****$/MT, ****$/MT and 
****$/MT respectively. 

(iv) The Dumping Margin for South Korea comes to 144.94% based on cost and 
60.67% based on previous investigation The Dumping Margin for Germany 
comes to 48.29% based on cost and 46.94% based on previous investigation 

(v) The domestic industry has given their estimation regarding the cost of production 
for M/s KKPC and submit that the exporter’s NBR operation were not profitable 

(vi) M/s Hyundai have shown losses during the first half of 2001 and since the exporter 
has not responded, we request the Authority to use the best available information. 

(vii) M/s Bayer Germany are transacting at time at low prices causing injury to us and 
we apprehend that they still are dumping. 

(viii) Bayer has been arguing that cost comparison of their medium grade with our 
medium grade NBR should be done and high grade with high grade. We submit 
that this method of computation is appropriate 
c) INJURY & CAUSAL LINK 

(i) The Korean and German exporters have increased quantities in the Indian market 
since 1995-96 to 2000-2001. The imports and the market share are a*; under:; 

Imports 


(in MT) 



1995-96 

1996-97 

1997-98 

1998-1999 

1999-00 

2000-01 

South Korea 
and 

Germany 

650 

2650 

2349 

3251 

1579 

1794 


2804 

1834 



1946 


Total 

imports 

3454 

4484 


■ 

3525 


Indigenous 

Sale 

llll 


■■ 



He He 

Total 


Ifi Hi ]|c ]|I ifi 

_ 


HoK 

He He He He 


Market Share (in %) 



1995-96 

1996-97 

1997-98 

1998-1999 



South Korea 
and 

Germany 

18.8 

59.1 

50.3 

61.5 

44.8 

44.7 

Other 

imports 

81.2 

40.9 

49.7 

1 

38.50 

55.2 

1 

55.3 


(ii) The indigenous NBR production has been very low and consequently the 
utilisation of the plant for NBR has been very poor. As a result of the dismal 
NBR operations, the plant has been utilised for production of non-NBR products 
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also in order to recover some fixed overhead costs. The NBR production and 


capacity ui 

tilisation are as under:- 




1998-99 

1999-00 

2000-01 . 

Gross NBR 

production 
(including 
domestic and 
export qty) 

(MT) 

100 

84.68 

103.69 

1 _ 

112.04 

114.56 

Polymer 

Capacity 

100 

1 



100.00 

100.00 

Polymer 
capacity 
utilisation (%) 

100 

84.67 

103.66 

112.10 

114.63 


(iii) Domestic industry has been forced to sell at prices below its fair selling price as 
indicated below:- 




1996-97 

1997-98 

1998-99 

1999-00 

2000-01 

Average 

Selling 

(Rs/MT) 

NBR 

Price 

100 

89,40 

88.58 

82,82 

88,85 

ISH 




88,58 

82,82 

88.85 

Without 

Duty 

Excise 

100 

90,88 

91,17 

85.50 

91.84 


(iv) There has been considerable turnover of the employees cost of low motivation 
level as the employees have felt that they may not be able to grow due to 
dumping. 

(v) The profitability of the industry has been very poor since its inception. The 
industry had to undergo the financial rehabilitation which involved significant 
sacrifices on part of the promoters. 

(vi) The injury margin is quite significant and there has been a severe injury to the 
Domestic Industry and is further threatened in case appropriate duties are not 
imposed at the earliest. 

(vij) Some other countries have dumped NBR and the anti dumping duties have 
_ already been imposed on them. The existing anti dumping duties are as under> 


1997-98 


1998-99 


1999-2000 


2000-01 


Price 

Rs/Kg 


Qty 

MT 


Price 

Rs/Kg 


Qty 

MT 


Price 

Rs/Kg 


Qty 

MT 


Price 

Rs/Kg 


Qty 

MT 


Subject 

countries 


55,64 


2349 


45.64 


3251 


46.93 


1579 


52.84 


1794 


Countries 

attracting 

duties 


1094 


58.89 


799 


729 


69.67 


59.78 


58.57 


699 
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Other 

79.93 

1228 

79.86 

1229 

86.19 

1217 

108.09 

1519 

countries 










(viii) The demand of NBR has been stable with small growth and that injury to the 
Domestic Industry is not on account of any recession or contraction of any 
demand. 

d) OTHER ISSUES 

(i) We have not been able to find any document from Bayer, which mentions that 
they have stopped supplies of NBR from Germany, Our understanding is that 
they have consolidated their entire NBR production in France, and are supplying 
NBR to India from France. Since this development is post-POI, we believe that 
the DGAD may not be able to take this into consideration. 

In response to the disclosure, the following submissions have been made bv 
M/s Anar Industries Ltd.:- 

• At the outset, we submit that the present investigation is a sunset review 
investigation. In the review investigation, the Designated Authority is required 
to examine recurrence of dumping and/or injury. The Anti Dumping Duty has 
been in force on the product. Various injury parameters are, therefore, 
required to be seen in the light of existing duties and recurrence of injury. 

• In the instant case also, it is evident from the disclosure statement that even 
the dumping continues from the subject goods. Therefore, the present situation 
is that of continuation of dumping rather than recurrence of dumping. It is, 
therefore, vital to continue the duty for a further period of five years. 

• We would also like to state that because of the action by DGAD in the form of 
an anti dumping duty, we have been able to survive thus far. We have tried 
our level best to optimize on production, plant utilization and sales volumes, 
However, we have been continuously forced to sell at sub-optimal prices due 
to the severe undercutting by the imports. 

• The present investigation is a sunset review investigation, The position with 
regard to product under consideration and like article remains the same. There 
is no change in the structure of the industry. The scope of the domestic 
industry remains the same. These have been acknowledged by the Designated 
Authority in the disclosure statement. We request the Designated Authority to 
confirm the earlier findings in this regard. 

• With regard to issue of various grades are being like article, though it is 
acknowledged by the Designated Authority that the argument is not 
substantiated by the opposing interested parties, we submit that the domestic 
industry is required to produce like article to goods imported into country. 
Different grades of an article may not per se be substitutable. However, it does 
not mean that they are not like article Reliance is being placed upon various 
investigation conducted by the Designated Authority, which includes 
DMT/PTA, BOPP, Acrylic Fibre etc. and Anti Dumping Investigation by 
European Commission against, inter alia, India concerning polyester film. 

• Notwithstanding above, it is submitted that various grades of NBR are like 
products, as these are comparable in terms of various product characteristics. 
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such as physical and chemical characteristics, product specifications, raw 
material, production technology and manufacturing process, functions & uses, 
pricing, tariff classification, etc. It is relevant to point out that slight variations 
in the values of various parameters per se does not imply different product. 
Slight variations in various product parameters is nothing peculiar to this 
product This is so for almost every product. 

• It is also relevant to point out that the Designated Authority has also held that 
various NBR are like product in the investigations earlier conducted on this 
product. Such being the case, there is no merit in the argument that various 
types are different products. 

Dumpin2 bv Korea Kumho 

• The disclosure statement shows that the dumping margin is just 10.60%. 
Apparently, the submissions made by Kumho are inconsistent with the 
submissions made by the exporter in the previous review. 

• The dumping margin assessed in Review 1 was 27,94 % or $ 248.3/mt. If we 
assume momentarily that there are no other changes in the production cost, 
then the dumping margin in the Sunset Review on account of the changes in 
the raw material costs and the selling prices should have increased to US $ 
350/mt or more. 

• Our contention that the dumping margin has increased in the Sunset Review is 
corroborated by the fact that Kumho’s losses have increased very 
substantially. Kumho has incurred heavy losses of 24,257 Billion Won in the 
calendar year 2000, and a loss of 9.249 Billion Won in the I”* half of 2001. 
Thus, it is clear that in the Period of Investigation (2000-01), Kumho has 
incurred very heavy losses on account of the higher raw material costs and 
disproportional increases in finished product prices. 

• We would like to bring to the attention of the Designated Authority that, in 
our opinion, the dumping margin of 10.60 % is not only less than expectations 
of the domestic industry but also much less than the facts. 

The following would also be relevant with regard to the two reviews: - 

a) The investigation period in the instant case is 2000-01 year, which differs 
from financial year of the exporter, who maintains accounts on calendar year 
basis. It is not clear from the disclosure statement that whether the exporter 
has provided information for the period of investigation 

b) In the review 1, the issue of various reconciliation statement was raised by the 
Designated Authority. Considering the response of the exporter in the 
previous review, it is important whether the exporter has now provided such 
information and various reconciliation to the Designated Authority. 

c) With regard to consumption of raw materials, we submit that the consumption 
factors earlier adopted by the Designated Authority in the Review 1 need be 
applied in this case also, given the complexity of the operations of the 
company and behaviour of the exporter in the previous case, 

d) At least two elements of costs could not have been considered based on the 
information given by the company. These are (a) Conversion Cost and (b) 
Other Plant Cost considering experience in Review 1. 
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e) It appears that the exporter has again shown lower cost of production. Either 
the raw material costs are understated or the conversion cost is understated. 

We request element wise comparison of previous cost of production with the 
present cost of production. In case it is found that some elements of costs have 
been claimed much lower than what these were shown earlier, it is submitted 
that such claims deserves reconsideration. 

In line with earlier study submitted during Review 1, the cost of production 
would not be as low as US $ 890/mt. 

• It may be noted that Korea has increased capacities far in excess of its 
domestic requirement. The Korean capacity for this product is in region of 
40,000 MT, as against their relatively small domestic demand. Thus, the 
producers in Korea are always having the problem of excess capacity. To 
compound the problems further for them, one of the producers - Hyundai - 
had set up facilities about 4-5 years back and thus had tremendous pressure on 
its sales and on Kumho’s sales. The exporters are obviously exporting as well 
as selling in their own domestic market at marginal cost. Unfortunately, they 
have to sell even below their full cost of production and are suffering losses in 
the process. 

• Another issue relevant to dumping here is that both the Korean producers are 
having their own Butadiene, which they might be making profits. However, 
profits made on Butadiene cannot be offset against losses being suffered on 
NBR. As is known, anti-dumping investigations are product specific 
investigations. The exporters must establish that their NBR operations were 
profitable - which is impossible since the factual position shows otherwise. 
Therefore, the raw material produced by the company should be considered at 
market price of such material. 

It is also submitted that the following issues are relevant with regard to the 
dumping margin determined by the Designated Authority; - 

a) Packing costs: - Even if it is assumed that the form of packing is different in 
case of domestic market, KKPC has vehemently argued in CEGAT and before 
the Designated Authority and is our market knowledge, KKPC is using such 
kind of packing material that the same can not be described "consumable". 

The same material is recycled by the company. Cost incurred on packing 
material can not be, therefore, considered as the packing cost Such being the 
case, at best, depreciation on such packing material and cost of recycling can 
be considered as the packing cost. It is also submitted that there is every 
likelihood that the exporter should have already included' the transportation 
charges associated with return of the packing material under the adjustment on 
inland freight. Therefore, no price adjustment on this account could be 
claimed by the exporter. It would be relevant to point out in this regard that 
the life of such material would be at least ten years. Further, it is submitted 
that the entire cost of depreciation cannot be charged to single shipment. 
There should have been several shipments made by the exporter using the 
same packing material. Thus, number of cycles for which the packing material 
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has been used is required to be considered while considering the cost of 
packing 

It is submitted that the claim of the exporter appears to be based on sample 
calculations of packing cost involved rather than accounting information It 
would be perhaps necessary to consider the total expenses incurred on packing 
material by the exporter during the whole year rather than cost of packing 
material 

b) US $ denominated sales in the domestic market - The exporter has US $ 
denominated sales in the domestic market However, these appear to be 
deemed export sales of the exporter It would be relevant here to point out that 
the exporter has a trading arm as its affiliate It is possible that some of the 
sales of the exporter are through the trading arm In case, however, the 
material has physically moved out of Korea, these sales can not be described 
as domestic sales and are required to be excluded 

c) Level of trade - The argument on level of trade does not concern the dumping 
margin calculations The level of trade between exports to India and domestic 
sales is the same With regard to injury margin, (a) the exporter as also 
domestic industry is selling at the same level of trade, (b) the injury margin is 
substantially higher than the dumping margin 

d) Amortization expenses - Amortization of intangible assets is similar to 
depreciation on common facilities Since depreciation on common facilities is 
loaded onto the products, amortization of intangible assets cannot be excluded 
from the full cost of production, particularly when the cost of production is 
required to be determined after considering SGA 

e) Duty Drawback - The exporter has never before claimed an allowance on this 
account Further, the exporter has resorted to import of duty free material It 
is, therefore, not understood how the exporter can now claim duty drawback 
as an adjustment 

f) Butadiene price - As argued earlier. Butadiene is required to be considered at 
the price at which the exporter has purchased Butadiene In any case, the cost 
of production of Butadiene should be full cost of production including SGA 

DUMPING BY HYUNDAI 

• With regards to dumping by Hyundai, their losses have been astonishingly 
increasing The calendar year 2000 showed a loss of 378 35 Billion Won and 
1^ Half of 2001 showed a loss of 144 482 Billion Won 

• So, the dumping margin for Hyundai is obviously much higher than Kumho, 
also considering that it is a newer plant and accordingly would have higher 
interest and depreciation costs That could be the reason for no questionnaire 
response by the company Since the exporter has preferred not to respond, we 
request the Rule of Best Information Available in respect of this company 

DUMPING BY BAYER 

• The Review 1 clearly shows that dumping continues, and we apprehend that 
dumping still continues Further, they have been transacting at times at low 
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prices causing injury to us. One issue, which Bayer has raised, is that the 
company has been exporting High Acrylonitrile level NBR (in short - high 
NBR) and Medium Acrylonitrile level NBR (in short - medium NBR) to 
India. We are also producing these types. Bayer has been arguing about cost 
comparison of their medium with our medium NBR and their high with our 
high NBR. We submit that we do not have any objection to this method of 
comparison. 

INJURY AND CAUSAL LINK 

• On the injury front, we have been forced to sell at much below our Non- 
injurious price due to the heavily dumped imports particularly from South 
Korea. While our operations have increased in terms of production, sales, 
capacity utilization; our margins have been under tremendous strain and 
we have been incurring losses in the NBR business. 

• It is submitted that the present investigation is a sunset review of existing 
anti-dumping duty. Examination of various economic parameters, such as 
production, sales volumes, selling prices, profit/loss, etc. are to be 
examined in the context of an anti dumping duty being in force on the 
product. Recurrence of injury is also equally important in a case of 
Review, even though the facts of this case clearly show continuance of 
injury. It is also submitted that with anti dumping duty being in force, 
improvement in some of the parameters could be a result of anti-dumping 
duty in force, which merely justifies continued imposition of such duty, 
The only relevant parameters in such reviews are the fair selling price of 
the domestic industry and landed price of imports so as to ascertain the 
existence of injury margin. As may be seen from the costing information 
provided by us, the injury margin has substantially increased in this case, 
thereby necessitating imposition of higher duties. 

• Price undercutting: The dumped imports are undercutting the prices in the 
Indian market. The landed price of imports from Korea has been 
significantly lower than the selling price of the domestic industry and the 
Non-injuriotis price even after imposition of anti-dumping duty on imports 
from Korea. The landed price of imports from Germany is lower than the 
Non-injurious price for the domestic industry. 

The Injury incurred by the domestic industry is evident from some of the 
following facts: 

a) Substantial capacity available with the exporters in the subject countries 
given that the domestic market is not big enough to absorb all their 
production and enhanced capacities which have become available after the 
previous investigation period. 

b) Imports are entering India at prices, which have a significant depressing 
effect on domestic prices. In spite of increase in the cost of production, we 
are not in a position to increase the selling prices. 

c) Imports are resulting in severe price undercutting and consequently the 
domestic industry is not able to sell at its fair selling price. 
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d) The domestic industry has not been able to improve its operating margins 
in spite of imposition of anti-dumping duty. 

e) Stock with the domestic industry has piled up. The industry as a result was 
forced to decrease its production of NBR. 

f) Capacity utilisation of the industry has remained sub-optimal. The 
industry has been forced to make other products to increase the utilisation 
of the plant. 

g) Domestic industry’s market-share has been low and is likely to decline 
further in case the anti-dumping duty on imports from Korea is not 
appropriately enhanced. 

h) Employees of the domestic industry are demoralised as a result of 
continued dumping of the product in the market. 

i) The domestic industry’s lack of profits are hampering its growth. The 
promoters have done their utmost in investing funds for increasing the 
competitiveness, However, with the continued dumping, the investments 
being made will be un-remunerative. Also, no fresh investments would be 
possible thereafter since investors will not be confident of their returns. 

DUTY ON VARIABLE BASIS 

It is requested that the revised duty may be recommended on variable 

basis in terms of US $, This would be appropriate in view of the following: - 

1. There is considerable decline in the export price in respect of the exporter 
after the investigation period, This is in spite of no significant decline in 
the associated raw material costs. Thus, the dumping has intensified in the 
post investigation period. The whole purpose of variable duty being check 
on intensified dumping, the variable duty would be most appropriate basis. 

2. The customs duty on this product has also declined after the investigation 
period. The duty may decline in future. One of the purpose of variable 
duty being to check injury to the domestic industry due to decline in the 
customs duty, it would be appropriate to have variable duty. 

3. The Designated Authority has already imposed variable duty on this 
product in case of imports from Japan in the sunset review investigations. 
Thus, the last investigations on this product had variable form of duty. 

4. The Designated Authority had recommended variable duty in the past on 
Acrylic Fibre, a product having significant consumption of Acrylonitrile, 
which is one of the major raw materials in this case. 

5. The export price of the exporter have not proportionately changed with the 
changes in the associated raw material costs. The enclosed table 
demonstrates that the exporter has absorbed changes in the cost of 
production on account of raw materials to a very significant extent. 

6. The Designated Authority as also CEGAT has held in various cases that 
variable duty is appropriate benchmark to handle the situation of 
intensified dumping. 

In view of the above, it is prayed that the final duties may kindly be 

recommended in terms of US $ on variable basis. 


2985 01/2002—8 
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Non injurious price 

We have no comments on the non injurious price of Rs. **** determined 
by the Designated Authority. 

2 IMPORTER’S VIEWS 

a) PRODUCT UNDER CONSIDERATION AND LIKE ARTICLE 

1. .T he following submissions have been made by All India rubber Industries 

Association:- 

(i) Apar do not produce all grades of NBR which are produced by M/s KIGPC and as 
well as by M/s Bayer. Apar’s NBR grades are also not like article to the NBR 
grades produced by KKPC and Bayer as well as there would be a need to depend 
on imports. 

(ii) There is no justification in imposition of anti dumping duty on such grades of 
NBR which are not produced by Apar industry 

2. The following submissions have been made by All India Federation of 

RubberFootwear Industries:- 

(i) Apar does not produce all grades of NBR as produced by KKPC and Bayer. 


3. The following submissions have been made by Small Scale Rubber Industries 

Association of India:- 

(i) The Authority must also examine the specifications and chemical composition of 
various types of NBR produced by the Domestic Industry 

b) INJURY 

1 The followin 2 submissions have been made by All India Rubber Industries 
Association:- 

(i) M/s Apar has claimed that DGCI&S data is not reliable and have urged to depend 
on PPR data. Association urges Designated Authority to rely on the official 
DGCI&S statistics for the analysis. 

(ii) The market share of the Domestic Industry has increased from 28% in 1994-95 to 
52% in 2000-2001 and their production has gone upto 2452 MT in 1994-95 to 
5280 MT in 2000-2001 which proves that there is no injury to the Domestic 
Industry by way of exports from KKPC and Bayer. 

(hi) The high cost of production of NBR by Apar are solely related to their multi¬ 
product plant and due to inefficient operation of the plant, high raw material cost 
due to limited range of products and without any control on the volatility of the 
market and uneconomic plant capacity 
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(iv) Designated Authority should consider all the applications of the Domestic 
Industry for imposition of anti dumping duty on various grades of synthetic 
rubber because of the transfer of the capacity and production from one item to 
another. 

(v) Apar have jacked up various prices by more than 80% and there is no injury to 
them. 

(vi) The non-injurious price for Apar would now be lower has they have increased 
their plant capacity and improved upon their claims for utilities and there would 
be no injury in the forthcoming pferiod by the imports from KKPC and Bayer. 

2. The following submissions have been made bv All India Federation of 
Rubber Footwear Industries:- 

(i) Apar has increased their capacity, but is not sufficient to meet the demand of 
NBR, 

(ii) We request Designated Authority to depend on DGCI&S data for analysis and not 
on the PPR data as claimed by Apar. 

(iii) Apar has sold material above the non-injurious price and made made good profits. 

(iv) The landed price of German NBR is higher than the Apar ex-factory selling price 
even without taking into account the anti dumping duty and that imports of NBR 
from Germany have declined and their prices have increased, 


3. The following submissions have been made bv Small Scale Rubber Industries 
Association of India:- 

(i) The review period of investigation should be changed suitably to cover upto 
30.9.2001 so as to reflect the present position. The individual cost of the Domestic 
Industry is far less now and M/s Apar Industries Ltd, had made huge profits. 

(ii) M/s Apar's performance has been excellent and their exists no causal link for the 
injury caused due to imports from the subject countries. 

(iii) M/s Apar’s capacity remains low and is not cost effective and profit worthy. 

(iv) Apar produces NBR and a few other items which do not have the advantage of 
manufacture of a large diversified range of products with a result that they have to 
depend on the volatility of the prices of the raw materials and have no control on 
the prices of the inputs/sales, loosing out on the price front to the international 
manufacturers. 

(v) Apar’s plant is located at a place which involves substantial transportation cost of 
raw materials and other overheads. 

(vi) Apar industry should submit detailed account of production figures, sales, cost of 
production etc. 

(vii) Apar must come with detailed information indicating the production of various 
types of rubbers such as NBR, SBR and HSR. 

(viii) A team of Cost Accountant, Chartered Accountant, Engineers and process analyst 
must be formed to examine/investigate the matter in depth and submit the Report 
before the Anti Dumping Authority. 
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OTHER ISSUES 

1 The foltowing submissions have been made bv All India Rubber Industries 
Awociatiooi- 

(i) The Anti Dumping Authority did not follow the appropnate procedure for holding 
the public hearing on 7.12.2001. 

(ii) M/s Rishiroop Polymers Pvt. Ltd. have apprehension that they cannot get a fair 
and impartial decision from the- Authority and have requested the Authority to 
step aside from this investigation and have asked the Government to nominate 
another Designated Authority who will hearing their case de novo. We support 
the stand of M/s Rishiroop Polymers Pvt Ltd. for fair and quick opportunity to be 
provided both to the representatives of the Domestic Industry as well the 
consumer industry, 

2. The following submissions have been made by AlLfa dia Rubber Industries 
Associatiom^ 

(i) The production by the Domestic Industry will not be able to meet the total 
demand of NBR in the country since there is an annual growth of 6.67% of the 
demand of NBR. 

3. The following submissions have been made bv Small Scale Rubber Industries 
Association oflndia;- 

(i) Continuance of anti dumping duty on the basic inputs of rubber industry will 
open floodgates of imports of finished rubber products and will be extremely 
difficult for Indian rubber manufacturers to keep their foothold in the domestic 
market. 

fin The consumer industries would appreciate a fair trade war between the Domestic 
Industry and the exporting industry and the fair competition must not be closed, A 
team of Cost Accountant, Chartered Accountant, Engineers and process analyst 
must be formed to examine/investigate the matter in depth and submit the Report 
before the Anti Dumping Authority. 

3. EXPORTER'S VIEWS 

1. M/S KOREA KUMHO PETROCHEMICAL CO. LTD. (KKPC), KOREA 
RP 

a) PRODUCT UNDER CONSIDER ATION & LIKE ARTICLE 

(i) M/s Apar does not produce all grades of NBR which are produced by M/s KKPC 
and M/s Bayer and that Apar’s grades are not like article to the grades produced 
by KKPC and that the matter is also sub-judiced before the Delhi High Court. 

(ii) There are several grades of NBR such as Carbo Oxylated NBR which are not 
produced by M/s Apar Industries and that there should not be any anti dumping 
duty on these grades. 
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b) DUMPING 

(i) M/s KKPC has filed the exporter questionnaire and have provided data on the cost 
of production of various grades of NBR, domestic selling prices of grades sold in 
domestic market and the export prices to India and other countries during the 
Period of Investigation (POI). 

(ii) M/s KKPC has claimed adjustments on the domestic selling prices on account of 
packing and inland freight to the extent of ****$/MT and ****$/MT respectively, 

(iii) M/s KKPC have also claimed adjustments on the export price to India on account 
of inland freight, ocean freight, ocean insurance, duty drawback and packing and 
commission to M/s Rishiroop Polymers Pvt. Ltd. to an extent of ****$/MT, 
****$/MT, ****$/MT, ****$/MT, ***$/MT and ****$/MT respectively. M/s 
KKPC has also indicated that their exports to India are made to the wholesalers 
whereas the sales made by M/s Apar Industries Ltd to the end users and 
adjustments on account of this level of trade to an extent of ****$/MT should be 
considered. 

(iv) The exporter has also provided information pertaining to SGA expenses, R&D 
expenses and interest charges as sought for during the verification conducted on 
23-24* August 2002 at M/s KKPC’s premises at Seoul. M/s KKPC vide their 
letter dated 27* August, 2002 and in response to the Authority’s letter dated 
10.6.2002 and have indicated their explanation pertaining to their domestic sales 
in certain cases being in US dollar, exports sales being on sight basis, type of 
packing, handling charge? on exports to India, clarifications on SGA expenses 
and consumption norms and financial expenses in the cost of production. 

(v) M/s KKPC had also sought adjustments on account of small volumes sold in the 
domestic market and on large volumes sent to India without any technical 
support. The adjustments of 7.5% for difference in this level of trade has been 
sought. 

(vi) It is indicated that M/s Apar continues to mislead the Authority on the constructed 
cost of production for KKPC. The dumping margins for M/s KKPC presented by 
Apar are inflated and misleading. 

(vii) M/s KKPC have also indicated that there has been no dumping during the Sunset 
Review POI and have highlighted the method of allocation of selling and 
administrative expenses to be considered for evaluating the cost of production for 
M/s KKPC. 

c) INJURY 

(i) M/s KKPC has also in response to the Authority’s letter dated 10,6.2002 
provided views regarding Injury to the Domestic Industry indicating that there 
has been a significant decline in the exports of NBR to India during the Sunset 
Review Period and that there was no likelihood for substantial increase of 
exports into India from KKPC. It has also been indicated by M/s KKPC that they 
do no have any freely disposable capacity or plan for expansion of capacity in 
immediate future. It has also been indicated that exports price from M/s KKPC 
to India has increased during the Sunset Review POI and coupled together with 
the depreciation of the Indian currency during the POI. It has also been indicated 
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that M/s KKPC does not have any excess inventories of "NBR for disposal or 
export to India. 

(ii) It is submitted that While evaluating the Apar’s economic status for their NBR 
plant, the Authority should adjust/discount the installed capacity pertaining to 
capacity operating cost, return on investment etc. for the quantum of HSR 
produced by them at their Walia plant where they make their NBR from the total 
cost of operations. Therefore there is a need to examine as to how the various 
costs and capacities have been apportioned by the Authority for their NBR and 
HSR operation at Walia. The interest cost for M/s Apar to make and sell NBR 
calculating for its Non-Injurious Price should be reworked since it works out to 
only 3 85%. The Authority should uniformly apply the principle for 
determination of NIP for NBR made by Apar by taking their cost of production 
and adding a 5% profit. The non-injurious price should be calculated on the 
expanded capacity of Apar. 

(iii) The price data of new grade of ANB'35L introduced by Apar in review POI 
should be excluded from the analysis of selling price of Apar. 

(iv) Apar had incorrectly submitted that they are not having profits from their 
operations of NBR and hide the facts and that there is no evidence of injury to 
them. 

(v) M/s KKPC have also indicated methodology to determine the NIP for M/s Apar 
Industry. 

(vi) M/s Apar has given various official statistics on import data from DGCI&S and 
PPR. We request the Authority to give a clear findings on the subject matter 
when it publishes its final findings so that very basis of its analysis is not 
distorted and a consistent practice is followed even though it may not be perfect 

d) OTHER ISSUES 

(i) Importer has mentioned that the appropriate procedure was not followed for 
holding the public hearing indicating that the Designated Authority was not 
available during the hearing and that the meeting was delayed. The Authority 
also indicated from any side stated that the doors of CEGAT and High Courts are 
open to anybody who were unhappy with the Authority’s decision. M/s Rishiroop 
Polymers Pvt Ltd., representing M^ KKPC have also quoted Article 6.3 of WTO 
related to the matter. 

(ii) The findings should be completed within end of January, 2002. 

(iii) The NBR demand for all grades by 2006 would be about 17336 MT per annum 
and that there is going to be a demand-supply gap for NBR in India. 

(iv) There exists no provision in any Indian law for any adjudicating Authority to levy 
anti dumping duty in currency other than India rupee and therefore levy of anti 
dumping duty should not be indicated in dollar terms. 

Ill response to the disclosure, the followiiw submissions have been made bv 

M/s KKPC:- 

Preliminary objections: 

• The Disclosure statement is not signed by Designated Authority and is invalid in law. 
Rules 16 of Anti Dumping Rules and Article 6.9 of WTO and case relevant laws have 
been mentioned 
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• The Sunset review initiated in violation of Trade Notice 1/99 issued by the 
department is invalid in law as in the present case, an earlier rev*e”' was conpleted 
on 20-7-2001 against which the revenue notification was issued on 7--9-2001 and the 
sunset review initiated on 1-10-2001,i.e, well within one year’s time period The 
Designated Authority ought to have known about this requirement and should not to 
violate several case laws of the Apex court have been cited 

• The views of the Designated authority at the Public hearing were biased and 
proceedings at the public hearing were improper as Designated Authority had a 
prejudged mind set and asked 2 of the exporters to agree to give a price undertaking. 
This was also in violation of Article 8 2 of the WTO Rules. 

• KKPC has also expressed that views that oral submissions are followed by written 
submission indicating that they can substitute oral submissions is not proper. 

• Article 6.2 and sub rule (6) of Rule (6) has been cited in this regard. 

Product under consideration and Like Article 

• As regards product under consideration, the decision on this subject matter is 
subjudice with the Supreme Court and that our appeal has been admitted by it and 
matter is pending for hearing. It is also admitted position of the domestic industry 
that they do not produce Carboxylated NBR and still the authority chooses to 
continue to levy the anti dumping duty on it. There is no justification for the same. 

‘The authority has every right to apply the anti dumping duty to an narrower class of 
products as compared to the original investigation based on additional information 
with it. Since APAR does not produce Carboxylated NBR, we request the authority to 
exclude the same from levy of any future anti dumping duty by refining the class of 
products of NBR for levy of duty This would be consistent with the Authority’s own 
decision in the-matter of SBR anti dumping investigation wherein for the grades of 
SBR not produced in India during the POI, the authority had held that anti dumping 
duty was not to be levied Same should be followed in the present case for 
Carboxylated NBR. 

NORMAL VALUE 

Cost of Production of KKPC’s NBR 


• The authority has incorrectly chosen basis of allocation and apponiunjuient of costs on 
cost of sales of manufactured goods basis KKPC recognizes frorji the disclosure 
statement that the Authority has decided to determine the cost of prisduction and 
allocation of expenses for interest and SGA based on the ratio of cost of sales KKPC 
cannot accept the same. The basis of cost allocation and apportionmem followed by 
KKPC is in accord ince with the Kore^r. CaAP law ani thnber.rlrp this basis of 
cost aUjcation ly : P*'' has also brcn cc r'^i^'ently fohovea ‘v Kk/C and it has 

been prp' irusly at Sy the Author"'} in *’ a previoi ‘5 ip^ eO'aai'ons for NBR ( 

original in 1997) as well as the SBR ant; d.n'nping investigation yu, cle 2 I 1 ano 
Rule 1 of the WTO has ‘'■een cited 



64 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I—Sec, I] 


• The authority should accept KKPC’s methodology for cost allocation since these are 
based on the basis of records kept by it and followed consistently for several years 
and are in accordance with the generally accepted principles of accounting in Korea. 
These records also reasonably reflect the costs associated with the production and sale 
of the articles under consideration, The officers of the department who had visited 
KKPC’s office for verification had stated that KKPC’s methodology for cost 
allocation based on ratio of quantity of NBR produced to total quantity of all products 
made by the company after deducting the SGA for trading and indenting sales is 
inappropriate as for one item, namely, steam the SGA costs are disproportionate to its 
selling price. That may appear to be the case, but it is a policy adopted by KKPC and 
KKPC has consistently followed the cost allocation method since long time. This 
cannot be the reason to reject KKPC’s method of cost allocation as it is acceptable in 
Korean standards. 

• Notwithstanding our objection to the methodology for cost allocation adopted by the 
authority, for argument sake and without prejudice, the following is submitted; 

a) The Authority has not allocated any SGA cost for trading sales and indent sales. 

b) KKPC has requested the authority to allow the apportionment of SGA expenses 
for trading sales at Won **** and for indent sales expenses at Won **** before 
apportioning any costs to NBR production. 

c) KKPC does not agree with the disallowance of advertisement expenses, 
commissions and R&D costs. The same have been elaborated, indicating that 

for the Commission expenses, in fact the authority is silent in the disclosure 
statement. That is no reference to it at all. This adjustment is legitimately claimed 
as it would tantamount to double accounting if this is not deducted from the SGA 
expenses as it is considered separately as post ex factory cost whilst determining 
the same from the CIF price of the sale of NBR to India, 

d) KKPC has already submitted in its earlier letter to the authority that it did not 
incur any expenses for advertisement in India for sale of any of its products 
during the POI. The advertisement expenses incurred by KKPC during the POI as 
reflected in the SGA list as solely for the sales promotion in the domestic market 
and have no bearing on the export sales of NBR to India. In order to arrive at like 
for like comparison of apples to apples comparison of price at ex Factory level 
between cost for domestic sales and for export to India of the NBR produced by 
KKPC this adjustment of advertisement expenses should be allowed by the 
authority. 

e) As regards R&D expenses, KKPC submits that at the very least the authority 
should consider to allow at least 50% of the R& D expenditure allocable to 
KLESL center where research work is only being carried out on life sciences and 
which we categorically submit has no correlation to any synthetic rubber business 
ofKKPC. 

f) Valuation of transfer price for BD captively produced and consumed, is incorrect. 
KKPC has consistently followed the practice of valuing all its captively consumed 
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products at the cost of ex Factory production cost and not on sales cost This 
practice is in accordance with the Korean GAAP laws and also it is in accordance 
with the Indian costing rules followed by the Indian Government itself Section 
209 of the Companies Act has been cited 

g) Ratio of 55.65 % of assets deployed taken by authority for allocating the interest 
cost for operations is incorrect. KKPC request the authority to reconsider its 
decision to allocate 55.65% of the funds deployed towards production activities as 
against KKPC’s allocation of 46.5% for the production activities 

h) Assessment of Cost of Production of NBR produced by KKPC is incorrect 
KKPC had submitted data to the authority showing the ex factory cost of 
production at USD 977.53 per MT. As against this the authority has worked out 
the cost of production at USD 1079 39 per MT based on the main differences 
resulting from the raw material costs ( BD transfer pricing), interest cost and SGA 
costs Thus the authority has inflated the cost of production by USD 101.86 per 
MT. The authority has not stipulated its methodology deployed for excluding 
some of its domestic sales, No explanation has been offered in this regard, The 
authority in such cases is required to consider a price band whilst allowing some 
variation in price below the rated average cost of production. In this regard we 
object to the procedure adopted by the authority and request you to reconsider the 
same. 

i) Determination of Normal Value for KKPC’s NBR sales is incorrect The authority 
has adopted a unfair cut off level to exclude certain sales transaction in domestic 
sales if they fall below the figure of cost of production so detetmined by it 
without providing for a price variation band around that figure. The Indian 
Antidumping rules governing the determination of normal value are cited: 

Principles governing the determination of Normal Value. 

• The corresponding WTO Rule Article 2.2.1 for determination of normal value is also 
cited. 

• In the confidential disclosure the authority is silent with regard to the adjustment to 
the commission but by interpolation we are presuming that the authority has forgotten 
to include it in the adjustments. This may kindly be confirmed. The authority has 
not allowed any adjustments in the level of trade for sales to India as it considers it as 
not being relevant for determination of normal value but appropriate for emanation of 
injury determination 

• KKPC submits that the adjustment of duty drawback of USD 1.7/MT should be made 
to the cost of production and to the domestic ex factory selling price and not to the 
ex-factory export price since to provide for an apple to apple comparison it is the cost 
of the raw materials consumed for domestic sales which need to be reduced by USD 
1.7/MT and not the post production cost as has been adjusted by the authority. 
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INJURY DETERMINATION FOR AFAR 

• The authority has not revealed in index form its determination of the assessed 
economic parameters as required under the rules The authority has simply published 
index extracts from the submissions made by the domestic industry and has not 
published in index form or otherwise its comments on all the economic factors for the 
domestic industry for the POI as compared to the previous years, a separate 
assessment is required to be made by the authority for determination of factors other 
than imports from KKPC which are causing or may be causing injury to the domestic 
industry. 

Principles for determination of injury (ANNEXTUREII) 

• Rule (V) and Article 3.5 have been cited. 

• It is reiterated that some of the major factors causing injury, if any, to the domestic 
industry other than imports of NBR from KKPC are: 

1) Imports from other countries simultaneously being subjected to 
antidumping duty such as Japan, Taiwan, etc. 

2) Imports at similar price level as that from KKPC from countries not 
subject to any antidumping duty. 

3) Substantial reduction in custom duty from the original POI to the 
sunset review POI thereby resulting in a substantial reduction in 
landed value of the goods. 

4) Small operational capacity of the domestic industry vis-^-vis all other 
international competitors 

5) Improper location of plant site by increasing cost of BD, 

We request the authority to arrive at separate and distinctive quantifiable findings 

from factors other than imports from KPPC which are causing or may be causing injury 

to the domestic industry in accordance with the governing rules citied above. 

• Causation and Non -Attribution - Article 3.5 of WTO is required to be followed, 
WTO case laws have been cited. 

• In support of their submission that there is absence of any causal link between the 
imports from KKPC and the alleged injury, if any, to the domestic industry, the 
calculations indicating injury due to KKPC’s exports and as per factors of Designated 
Authority has been done for appropriate consideration. 

• Utilization of concept of landed value including custom duty without adjustment 
for variation in customs duty to original POI for determination of injury margin 
invalid in law. Injury incidence due to fall in custom duty has been submitted. 
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• The Indian rules governing the antidumping investigation require the authority to 
recommend levy of any antidumping duty only in the event of its arriving of injury 
findings. The relevant Section 9B, 11(2) and Rule has been cited 

• Throughout our various submissions we have clearly shown to the authority that all 
the economic parameters as required to be evaluated for any injury determination are 
positive for APAR for the POL It appears that the only issue that is in the mind of the 
authority is on the aspect of profitability We would like to remind the authority that 
it has been empowered to take action solely for “trade distortion” and to that extent 
only and it is not to the forum for “trade protection” or for “assurance of profitability” 
to any domestic industry. 

Adjustment for level of trade/differences in conditions of sale/taxes 

• We had requested the authority to make due adjustment for the difference in the level 
of trade between KKPC’s sale to Indian customers and APAR’s sale to its customers 
in order to make a fair comparison of the price of the imported goods to the end user 
with that of the price from the domestic industry.. We request the authority to make 
this adjustment whist assessing the injury margin and in determination of the so 
called price undercutting effect as well 

• In view of the foregoing, we request the authority to kindly allow this adjustment and 
to take into account the net impact of such sales through intermediary level in the 
supply chain to the customer. We reiterate that this would be appropriate for making 
an apple to apple comparison as APAR sells its product directly to the end user and it 
does not charge any sales tax to its customers as they are exempted from the same for 
a period of 15 years from the start of commercial operations due to incentive given by 
the Government of Gujarat to them. 

Adjustment for 4 % Special additional duty (SAD) 

• We submit that we had made a claim with the authority for adjustment for the 4 % 
Special additional duty paid by the importers of NBR from KKPC which is normally 
supposed to bring level playing field between the domestic producers and exporters. 
In the present case, however, since APAR has special incentive of no sales tax on its 
sales this SAD tax constitutes a disadvantage to the importers of NBR vis-a-vis 
APAR’s sales of NBR Article 2.4 of WTO rule as under for making adjustment for “ 
differences in conditions of sale”: 

Interest of consumers and community at large to be considered. 

• From the analysis of the statistical data it will be clear that as against an estimated 
market demand of about 13,000 to 14,000 MT of NBR in sunset POl, APAR has sold 
only about 5100 MT which is about 40% or so of the market Approximately 60% if 
the end users are, therefore, forced to pay anti-dumping duty for their imports from 
one source' or the other APAR is operating at about 115% of their production 
capacity so the authority ought to see the larger community interest as well whilst 
arriving at any affirmative determination of levy of anti dumping duty. 
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Levy of any anti dumping duty in terms of US Dollars is illegal 

• It is our submission that the levy of any anti dumping duty based on any foreign 
currency such as the US Dollar is not lawful. This matter has already been taken up 
by us under an appeal which is pending with the Honorable Supreme court and we do 
not elaborate on it here 

2 HYUNDAI PETROCHEMICAL CO. LTD. 

a) DUMPING 

(i) From our past experience, we decide not to furnish the information in the 
prescribed format. 

(ii) There are only two exporters of NBR in Korea, viz KKPC and Hyundai 
Petrochemical Co. Ltd Before the Designated Authority published its final 
findings on 17'*' July, 1997, we represented to the Authority that we had 
commissioned NBR production plant in October, 1996 and do not produce nor 
have exported any quantity to NBR in India during the first initial period of 
investigation. 

(iii) The Authority should have acknowledged in the preliminary findings dated 
30.12.1996 and also in final findings dated 17 7.1997 that during the POl there 
was only one manufacturer viz. KKPC from Korea RP Despite our oral and 
written submissions, the Authority recommended imposition of anti dumping 
duties at the rate of 8975 Rs/MT. The anti dumping duty if at all should have 
been applicable to NBR produced by KKPC whereas Hyundai Petrochemical 
should have been kept out of the imposition of anti dumping duty for the simple 
and clear reason that during the POl it did not export any quantity to India. 

(iv) The Hon’ble CEGAT vide its order dated 2 2.2000 has modified the duty to dollar 
form and the Authority should have modified the anti dumping duty in dollar 
form only for KKPC. H\aindai Petrochemical however did not contest the above 
notification and findings of the Designated Authority. 

(v) During the mid-term review' vide Notification No 27/1/2000-DGAD dated 
20 7 2001, the Authority reduced the anti dumping duty from 264 $/MT to 
248 35$/MT for KKPC whereas recommended imposition of highest ever anti 
dumping duty of 679 $/MT from 264 $/MT for us This enhancement has been 
made despite the fact that we exported at prices higher than KKPC. 

(vi) Our exports to India were for negligible quantity of 600 MT which is far less than 
10% of the total consumption of NBR in India. 

(vii) M/s Apar do not manufacture NBR grades equivalent to ours as the major 
application of NBR in India is for production of rice rolls constituting more than 
50% of NBR production. Our NBR is not used in the rice rolls application at all. 

(viii) During the Sunset Review we have sold a total quantity of 600 MT on NBR 
constituting of different grades We have however not sold any NBR since 
imposition of highest anti dumping duty of 679 $/MT. 

(ix) The various facts and circumstances therefore compel us to believe that there is 
no use to submit information in the prescribed format 
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a) iN.IURY 

(i) The exports of NBR from Bayer have reduced in quantity suhstanti^lly fro^i 00'*4 
MT in 1996-97 to 467 MT in POI. 

(ii) Our average GIF prices have also increased during the cuirent period of 
investigation as compared to the initial period of investigation for which the anti 
dumping duty was levied. 

(iii) During the current POI, the prices of NBR frc*" Bayer was higher than the 
domestic industry’s ex-factory selling price without considering the anti dumping 
duties There is no prima facie evidence for review of anti dumping duty at Bayer 
AG’s exports price but there is a warrant to remove the whole of anti dumping 
duty of 110 64$/MT in force at present 

(iv) Capacity utilisation for Domestic Industry has improved significantly from 34% 
in April, 1994-95 to 84% in the present POI. From the Domestic Industry ‘s 
Annual Report, it has been seen that for the years 1994-95 onwards it has made 
piofits whereas in the year 2000-2001 there has been a net loss which has been 
indicated to be temporary on account of squeeze in margins due to intense 
competition and the abnormal rise in cost of raw materials and interests Further 
even during the period, the cash flow from operating activities was positive 

(v) Considering all these facts. Designated Authority should examine as to what 
extent NBR business could be contributed to their performance. 

( . EXAMINATION BY AUTHORITY: 

The foregoing submissions made by the various interested parties, to the extent 
these are relevant as per Rules and have a bearing upon the case, have been examined, 
considered and dealt with at appropriate places in these findings 

1. PRODUCT UNDER CONSIDERATION AND LIKE ARTICLE AND 
DOMESne INDUSTRY 

The Authority notes the submissions made by the various interested parties on the 
pioduct under consideration and the like article The Authority also notes that the present 
Sunset Review conducted as per Section 9A(5) of the Customs Tariff Act, 1995 is with 
reference to the existing Anti Dumping Duties which were first recommended vide the 
preliminary findings dated 30 12 96 and thereafter confirmed vide final finding dated 
17 7 1997 The Anti Dumping Duties were also continued vide Customs Notification 
No 91/2001 dated 7^'’ September, 2001 in a Midterm Review and presently levied vide 
Custom Notification No 61/2002 dated 7 6 2002 The Authority in the Disclosure 
Statement had proposed to confirm the scope of the product under consideration as already 
settled in the earlier main investigation The Authority notes that though submissions 
pertaining to like article have been made by some of the interested parties, they are not 
supported with evidence showing non-interchangeability as far as the like article and scope 
of the product under consideration is considered, which in the main investigation has 
alread\ been settled to cover all the grades of NBR It has however been mentioned by 
M/s KKPC that certain goods like carbooxylated grades are not manufactured by the 
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Domestic Industry and be excluded and that this issue is also sub|udiced in the coun of 
law However it is noted that M/s KKPC has not exported the carboxylated grade but have 
exported only KNB 35L grade while have demanded exclusion of the carbooxylated 
giade The Aurhontv has in all its earlier investigations for subject goods from these 
subjei't countries have considered all grades of NBR within the scope of investigation and 
this being a Sunset review reiterates and reconfirms the product under consideiation as 
“Acrylonitirile Butadiene Rubber, also known as Nitrile Rubber and NBR as indicated in 
orginal finding dated 30 12 1996 NBR is mainly used for manufacturing various rubbei 
articles such as Oil Seals, Hoses, Automotive products. Gaskets, Rice Dehuskmg Rolls, 
Printers fabrics. Oil field products The Domestic Industry supplies the subject goods to 
various users viz rice rolls, moulded and extruded auto and industrial parts, seals, hoses, 
automotive components, oil seeds, O rings, automobiles hoses, bellows, fuel tubes, fuel 
hoses and railway and defence products The Authority recalls and confirms the product 
under consideration as also indicated m the initial preliminary findings under Para E(l) 
and E(5) and Paras F(4) and F(5) in final findings dated 17 7 1997 

As regards the standing of the Domestic Industry is concerned M/s Apar Industnes 
Ltd is the sole producer and represents the Domestic Industry as per Rule 2(b) of the Anti 
Dumping Rules 

The Authority therefore reconfirms the scope of product under consideration and 
like article as indicated in the mam investigation earlier and holds that the goods exported 
from South Korea and Germany as like article to the goods manufacturf^d by the Domestic 
Industry as per Rule 2(d) 

2 NORMAL VALUE AND EXPORT PRICE 

DUMPING MARGIN, NORMAL VALUE AND EXPORT PRICE 

KOREA RP 

A. M/S KOREA KUMHO PETROCHEMICAL CO. LTD(KKPC) 

NORMAL VALUE 

The Authority recalls its observations in the disclosure statement and reiterates 
that arguments/submissions made by M/s KKPC on various aspects of computation of 
their cost of production for the various grades of NBR sold by them in the domestic 
market during the POI have been considered appropriately The submissions/data 
furnished during on the spot verification on 23-24^^ August, 2002 and the submissions 
made by them in their main/supplementary response to the questionnaire and the 
clarifications offered by them to the Directorate subsequent to the verification have been 
appropriately considered The Authority notes the claim of SGA and interest of the 
exporter regarding apportionment on the production basis does not appear to be 
justifiable and logical keeping in view- the costing principles governing such 
apportionment m case the company is producing heterogeneous products with wide 
variations in the per unit cost and the sales realisation Thus the Authority m disclosure 
statement proposed to apportion these costs on the basis of cost of sales 
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As regards R&D expenses, the Authority notes from the company’s 
literature/brochure provided during the on spot verification that the R&D activities are 
relevant for all the products including NBR. Further the details on grade'-wise cost of 
production of NBR shows that the company has incurred substantial amount of R&D 
expenses on NBR also. Thus these have been considered as part of the SGA expenses. 
The claim regarding exclusion of bad debts was proposed to be considered by the 
Authority as the same is not related to NBR. Similarly the claim regarding amortization 
of intangible assets was also proposed to be considered by the Authority as done for bad 
debts as indicated above. 

As regards the advertisement expenses, it was mentioned in disclosure that the 
exporter has not been able to substantiate its claim for exclusion of the expenses related 
to the advertisement. Hence the same was not proposed to be considered by the 
Authority. 

As regards the interest expenses, the exporter has worked out the percentage of 
funds available to the production activity by excluding funds related to investment 
activities. Against the claim of exporter of ***■•■% of funds applicable to production 
activities, the Authority has assessed the same as ****% after considering of investments 
made in non-production activities. For allocation of interest to production activities, the 
exporter has considered net interest cost after deducing interest income. This claim was 
indicated to be proposed to be considered since the interest income relates to the 
investment activities of the company and not the production activity. The total amount 
worked out for SGA and interest has been allocated to different products on the basis of 
the cost of sales. It has been observed that the transfer price of captively produced and 
captively used Butadiene does not take into consideration the incidence of SGA and 
interest although for allocation of SGA and interest the incidence of cost of sales related 
to Butadiene has been considered in the denominator to arrive at the share applicable to 
various production activities. Accordingly based on the consumption factor of captively 
produced and used Butadiene in the production of NBR, the incidence of SGA and 
interest was proposed to be duly considered. The Authority had noted that the exporter 
has provided weighted average domestic selling price of all grades for determination of 
Normal Value. The cost of production has also been provided by the exporter on the 
weighted average ex-factory basis for all grades. It was observed by verification team 
during the on the spot verification of exporter that there is a narrow band of variation in 
the cost of production for various grades and keeping in view that this is a Sunset 
Review, the methodology of weighted average to weighted average grade comparison as 
done earlier was indicated to be adopted for the purpose of evaluation of normal value, 
cost of production and the export price to India. 

In order to evaluate the normal value for the domestic sales, the Authority had 
excluded all those transactions which have not been made in the ordinary course of trade 
after evaluating weighted average cost of production as indicated in the para above. 
After excluding such transactions, the weighted average normal value during POI was 
indicated as ***’'‘$/MT. 
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The Authority had proposed to reference the normal value as ****$/MT. 
Confidential disclosure was made available to the exporter. 

EXPORT PRICE 

As regards the evaluation of the ex-factory export price, the Authority proposed to 
consider the adjustments claimed by the exporter on ocean freight, ocean insurance, 
inland freight, packing, commission to agent viz M/s Rishiroop Polymer Pvt. Ltd. and 
duty drawback The Authority however noted that in case of inland freight claimed on 
exports to India, there were certain exports made through another port viz. Busan Port 
also as was indicated by the exporter to the verification team during on the spot 
verification Accordingly, the inland freight is proposed to be considered as ****$/MT. 

The exporter had claimed adjustments on account of their level of trade in the 
domestic market and also the exports made to India. However during on the spot 
verification, the exporter has foregone their claim as far as the level of trade in the 
domestic market vs. the exports to India is concerned. Since the domestic market sales 
were also made both to actual users and the distributors/wholesellers. However they have 
now submitted that in view of the exports by them to India made to wholesellers unlike 
the sales made by the Domestic Industry which are at the end user level, they have 
quantified an adjustment on account of this level of trade. The Authority had indicated 
that since level of trade adjustments in domestic market and export market has not been 
claimed and could not be evidenced, the question of considering this adjustment for the 
purpose of Normal Value does not arise As regards their claim on level of trade for 
e.xports to India is concerned, it was indicated that it can be examined only for the 
purpose of injury determination as per the Anti Dumping Rules and the consistent 
practice followed for injury evaluation for industrial products by the Authority 

.As regards the adjustments on packing, the Authority indicated that there is a 
variation in the amount of packing cost claimed for exports to India and that claimed foi 
domestic sales and exports to other countries Two different types of packing have been 
used for the domestic and exports sales to India, viz box type and bag type respectively 
The Authority on the basis of the evidence provided by the exporter during on the spot 
verification have considered the packing expenses on exports to India as claimed on the 
basis of the evidence produced However after reconciling of the packing expenses with 
the Profit & Loss Account, adjustments have been considered to an extent of I 

as far as the domestic sales packaging are concerned were indicated in the confidential 
disclosure to the exporter. 

On the basis of the above, the ex-factory export price was indicated as ****S'M T 
and the dumping margin as 10.6%(****$/MT) 

As regards the comments offered subsequent to the disclosure by tlie 
representative of M/s KKPC, the Authority has carefully examined the same as undei - 

I The argument of the exporter that they are historically using the basis foi 

allocation of SGA and interest on quantity basis could not be substantiated by 

KKPC during the course of verification from basic records as they maintain 
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product-wise cost upto cost of sales only and not afterwards. During the course 
of verification this was duly explained to ICKPC that the methodology for cost 
allocation based on ratio of quantity of NBR produced to total quantity to all 
products is inappropriate as for one item namely steam the SGA cost is 
disproportionate to its cost and selling price. The exporter has agreed to the 
argument in his response to the Disclosure Statement. On quantity terms the 
steam constitutes more than 70% of the total production whereas in terms of cost 
of sales the same constitutes about 7% only. Treating steam and other products 
at par on quantity basis for allocation of SGA and interest is not appropriate. 
Accordingly, cost apportionment of SGA and interest on the basis of cost of 
sales was considered appropriate and the same is adopted by the Authority. 

2. The exporter has himself accepted that the trading sales and indent sales for 
foreign suppliers from whom it received indenting or offer sales commission do 
not get reflected in KKPC’s books of accounts. Accordingly, it is difficult to 
assess the SGA on the basis of sales value. Further, the sales value does not 
reflect the true and fair value especially in case of NBR which is claimed to be 
dumped by the exporter. Therefore, the Authority has considered appropriate to 
adopt the cost of sales as most appropriate basis of apportionment/allocation of 
SGA and interest in the present circumstances. 

3. The argument that the Authority disallowed certain adjustments on account of 

advertisement expenses commission and R&D expenses for determination of net 
SGA expenses has been examined. It is observed that the Authority considered the 
claim of KKPC with regard to commission and excluded the same while 
determining the net SGA cost. With regard to advertisement expenses the 
Disclosure Statement is clear as to why the same has been considered as part of 
SGA. With regard to research and development expenses the exporter could not 
substantiate his claim and now he has stated that in cost statement the R&D 
expenditure is mistranslated in English. M/s. KKPC, now based on some 
hypothetical assumption, has desired to at least consider 50% of the R&D 

expenses only Since no basis has been given for such assumption it is not 
possible accept the argument of the exporter in this regard. 

4. The argument of KKPC regarding incorrect valuation of transfer price for 
Butadiene captively produced and consumed by considering share of SGA does 
not hold as for assessing the share of SGA and interest applicable to NBR the 
total cost of sales of all products has been considered by also adding the 
captively produced and consumed raw materials and utilities. Since the SGA and 
interest has been allocated on total cost of sales, share applicable to Butadiene 
(captively produced and consumed) should be added to arrive at real transfer value 
of the raw material. 

5. The ratio of assets deployed for production actiGty has been properly 
considered by excluding non operational deployment of the funds from the total 
funds deployed by the Company as at March, 2001. The hypothetical basis of 
distributing quick assets constituting cash and bank balance and short term loans 
of 50 50 basis was not substantiated and hence could not be accepted 

6. The cost of production has been properly assessed by the Designated Authority as 
indicated above 

7. The Authority has determined normal value by applying ordinary course of trade 
test as prescribed under the Annexure 2 of the Anti Dumping Rules. 
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The Authority also notes that the representative of M/s KKPC has sought 
clarification regarding adjustment on commission on export price and have desired to 
consider the duty drawback adjustments on the Normal Value. The Authority clarifies 
that the commission as claimed by the exporter has been considered for evaluation of the 
ex-factory export price and that the duty drawback adjustment has now been 
appropriately adjusted on the Normal Value rather than the export price as claimed, since 
this adjustment could either be made on the Normal Value or on the export price. The 
Authority also notes that in response to the disclosure statement, Domestic Industry has 
also raised issues pertaining to the evaluation of Normal Value for M/s KKPC. The 
Authority has considered the submissions and have appropriately dealt the relevant issues 
as illustrated below;- 

1. With regard to the observation that the exporter maintains accounts on 
calendar year basis and the period of investigation is 2000-01 year, it is 
submitted that the exporter has provided complete information regarding 

• Profit and Loss Account, Balance sheet and cost of production of 

different products manufactured including NBR during the period of 
investigation which has been considered appropriately 

2. With regard to consumption of raw materials the company has furnished 
complete reconciliation of raw material consumption with books of 
accounts. 

3. On comments on the packing cost it is submitted that the same has been 
duly reconciled with books of accounts, With regard to amortization 
expenses it is clarified that the same has not been considered since they are 
related mining activity of the company and not NBR. 

4. The price of the captively produced and consumed Butadine have been 
duly adjusted to include cost of SGA and interest as applicable. 

Also it was clarified to the representative of the exporter as also acknowledged by 
him that under the formulation of net interest cost in the disclosure, the Authority had 
actually intended to convey that interest income relates to the investments activities of the 
company and not production activity and hence the gross interest cost has been 
considered. The argument of the exporter in this regard has been appropriately examined 
and the Authority reiterates that the interest income relates only to investment activities 
and is hence excluded. The Authority further notes the submissions of the exporter that 
by virtue of this discrepancy in the disclosure, the same is invalid. The Authority here 
submits that purpose of disclosure is to bring out essential facts and also thereby address 
issues emanating from the response to the disclosure. The issues on methodology, factual 
inconsistencies etc, are to be appropriately resolved at this stage since it eventually leads 
to the final determination. The fact that Authority has clarified this to the exporter and it 
has been acknowledged, the Authority has provided the essential facts and invited the 
comments thereupon and have also considered these appropriately. 

Thus the determination methodology on Normal Value as indicated in the 
disclosure with the issues raised as clarified now, is confirmed. 
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Accordingly the Normal Value comes to ****$/]VlT and the ex-factory export 
price comes to ****$/MT and the dumping margin as **’'‘*$/MT(10.27%). 


B TiyUNDALPETROCnEMCIAL CO. LTD., 


NORMAL VALLE 


The Authority notes that the exporter has not provided any response in the 
prescribed questionnaire on account of various submissiuus as indicated in the foregoing 
para The Authority under such circumstances has no option but to construct the normal 
value on the basis of the best available information as per Anti Dumping Rule 6(8), The 
Authority therefore proposed to reference the highest domestic selling prices as indicated 
by one of the cooperating exporter, viz. M/s KKPC for the purpose of evaluating the 
normal value for M/s Hyundai Petrochemical Co, Ltd,. 

Since no response has been filed to the disclosure, the Authority, confirms the 
normal value as ****$/MT. 

EXPORT PRICE 

As regards the export price, the Authority notes that the domestic industry has 
provided on the basis of the secondary sources, the transactions pertaining to exports 
made by M/s Hyundai during the POI to India. The Authority proposed to reference the 
weighted average CTF export price as provided by the domestic industry. The Authority 
also proposes to consider adjustments on account of ocean freight, ocean insurance, 
commission, inland freight, packing and port expenses on the basis of the information as 
made available by the Domestic Industry and also as evidenced/correlated from the data 
provided by the cooperating exporter. 

As no response has been filed to the disclosure, the Authority confirms the ex¬ 
factory export price as ****$/MT. 

On the basis of the above, the dumping margin comes to 47.08%(****$/MT). 

C. OTHER NON-COOPERATIVE EXPORTERS/PRODUCERS FROM 

KOREA RP 

In view of no response to the disclosure, the Authority confirms the Normal Value 
and export price as under:- 

NORMAL VALUE 

The Authority proposes to reference the highest domestic selling price as 
evidenced from the data provided by M/s KKPC for the non-cooperative 
exporters/producers. 

The normal value is therefore referenced as ****$/MT. 
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EXPORT PRICE 

As regards the export price, the Authority references the least export price as 
evidenced from the data provided by the cooperating exporter and the Domestic Industry 
The Authority considers adjustments as considered in case of M/s Hyundai 
Petrochemical Co. Ltd for determination of the ex-factory export price 

The ex-factory export prices comes to ****$/MT. 

On the basis of the above, the dumping margin comes to 49.06%(****$/MT) 

3. GERMANY 
A. BAYER AG, GERMANY 

NORMAL VALUE 

The Authority notes that M/s Bayer has not provided data as per the structured 
questionnaire but have indicated that the only cost change in their cost of production has 
happened on account of the cost of Monomers for which they have provided the price. 
As regards the other production costs, it has been indicated that the costs has not been 
changed by and large, The Authority in this regard notes that the midterm review 
recommendation was given vide Notification dated 17.7.2001 , The Authority also notes 
that the same has not been challenged by M/s Bayer, The Authority has therefore 
adopted the same methodology as was done in the earlier review for determination of the 
Normal Value. 

The Authority notes that the export price to India of NBR exported by M/s Bayer 
has increased in the present POI for the Sunset Review, even though the monomer prices 
have increased and consequently the normal value of M/s Bayer would also warrant an 
upward revision, the Authority proposes to reference the earlier Normal Value as 
determined during the past POI, which would be the best available information in the 
present circumstances. 

The Normal Value on the basis o this comes to ****$/MT. Since there is no 
response by the exporter to the disclosure, the Authority confirms the Normal Value as 
****$/MT. 

EXPORT PRICE 

The Authority notes that the exporter has provided the weighted average CIF 
price during POI along with the quantities exported to India, The Authority has therefore 
referenced the same for the purpose of determination of the export price. The Authority 
has on this CIF price considered adjustments on ocean freight, ocean insurance and 
commission as per the data provided during the earlier midterm review. 

The ex-factory export price comes to ****$/MT. 
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Since there is no response by the exporter, the Authority contnins the export piicc 
as ****$/MT 

On the basis of the above, the dumping margin comes to 24 87‘Vo(****S/M'r) 

B OTHER NON-COOPERATIVE EXPORTERS/PRODUCERS FROM 

GERMANY 

As there is no response to the disclosure, the Authority has evaluated Normal 
Value and export price as under.- 

NORMAL VALUE 

The Authority notes that none of the exporters/producers from Germany have 
cooperated. The Authority under such circumstances therefore has referenced the 
normal value as determined for M/s Bayer AG only 

The normal value therefore has been referenced as ****$/M'l‘ 

EXPORT PRICE 

As regard the ex-factor>' export price, the Authority has referenced the least 
export price of M/s Bayer AG for the non-cooperative exporters/producers. The 
adjustments on export price as granted to M/s Bayer AG have also been considered for 
these non-cooperative exporters/producers 

The ex-factory export price comes to ****$/MT 

On the basis of the above, the dumping margin comes to 44 11%(****$/MT). 

4. DUMPING-COMPARISON OF NORMAL VAL UE AND EXPORT PRICE 
The rules relating to comparison provides as follows 

“While arriving at margin of dumping, the Designated Authority shall make a fair 
comparison between the export price and the normal value The comparison shall be 
made at the same level of trade, normally at ex-works level, and in respect of sales made 
at as nearly possible the same time. Due allowance shall be made in each case, on its 
merits, for differences which affect price comparability, including differences in 
conditions and terms of sale, taxation, levels of trade, quantities, physical characteristics, 
and any other differences which are demonstrated to affect price comparability ” 

The Authority has carried out comparison of weighted average normal value with 
the weighted average ex-factory export price for evaluation of the dumping margin. 
While evaluating the Normal Value, the Authority has applied the ordinary course of 
trade test as per Rule 2 of the Annexure 1 to the Anti Dumping Rules. 

Based on the normal value and the ex-factory export price as determined above 
the Authority has evaluated the dumping margin for the subject goods originating in or 
exported from the subject countries to India as follows - 
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Exporter/producer 

Normal 

Value 

$/MT 

Export Price 
$/MT 

Dumping 

Margin(%) 

KOREA RP 





1. Korea 

Kumho 


*** 

10 27 

Petrochemical 

Co. 




2.Hyundai Petrochemical 

He* 

**** 

47 08 

Co Ltd, 





3,All 

other 

**** 

**** I 

49 06 

exporters/producers 





Germany 





1.Bayer AG 


** ** 

**** 1 

24.87 

2.A11 

other 

**** 

**** 1 

44.11 

exporters/producers 



1 



The above dumping margins are above the de-minimus limit. 

5. INJURY AND CAUSAL LINK 

The Authority notes that as per Section 9A(5) of the Customs Tariff Act, 1975 as 
amended in 1995 “ the anti dumping duty imposed under this section shall, unless 
revoked earlier, cease to have effect on the expiry of five years from the date of such 
imposition: 

Provides further that if the Central Government, in a review, is of the opinion that 
the cessation of such duty is likely to lead to continuation or recurrence of dumping and 
injury, it may, from time to time, extend the period of such imposition for a further period 
of five years and such further period shall commence from the date of order of such 
extension; 

Provided further that where a review initiated before the expiry of the aforesaid 
period of five years has not come to a conclusion before such expiry, the anti dumping 
duty may continue to remain in force pending the outcome of such a review for a further 
period not exceeding one year” 

Also under Rule 11 supra, Annexure-II, when a finding of injury is arrived at, 
such finding shall involve determination of the injury to the domestic industry, 

“.taking into account all relevant facts, including the volume of dumped imports, their 

effect on prices in the domestic market for like articles and the consequent effect of such 
imports on domestic producers of such articles. ” In considering the effect of the 
dumped imports on prices, it is considered necessary to examine whether there has been a 
significant price undercutting by the dumped imports as compared with the price of the 
like article in India, or whether the effect of such imports is otherwise to depress prices to 
a significant degree or prevent price increases, which otherwise would have occurred, to 
a significant degree 

For the examination of the impact of the dumped imports on the domestic 
industry in India, indices having a bearing on the state of the industry as production. 
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capacity utilisation, sales quantum, stock, profitability, net sales realisation, the 
magnitude and margin of dumping, etc. have been considered in accordance with 
Annexure ll(iv) of the rules supra. 

Since under the present investigation it is to be evaluated as to whether cessation 
of anti dumping duties would lead to continuance or recurrence of dumping and injury, 
the Authority has considered appropriate injury parameters as indicated in Annexure 
Il(iv) of the Rules supra to evaluate this aspect. 


The Authority observes the various economic parameters pertaining to the 
subject goods for the Domestic Industry i.e. M/s Apar Industries Ltd, and imports of 
subject goods from subject countries as under:- ___ 


Economic 

Parameters 

1997-98 

1998-1999 

1999-2000 

POI (2000-2001) 

Capacity(MT) 

6250 

6250 

6250 

6250 

Gross NBR 

production(MT) 

3785' 

4609 

4990 

5154 

Effective production 
(MT) 

4300 

536"6 

5742 

5360 

Capacity utilisation 
based on effective 
production (%) 


86% 

92% 

86% 

NBR indigenous 

sales (MT) 

3149 

375'0 

4073 

4637 

Gross block (Rs in 
laklis) 

4483 

4534 

5266 

5865 


183 

279 

ee&hhhhh 

172 

Average wage per 
employee(Rs) 


66667 

69645 

81695 

Maximum 

established 

demand(MT) 

10142 

9934 

12372 

10481 


6693 

6184 

8299 

5844 

Share of imports of 
Korea in total 
imports (%) 

33.59 

48.42 

53.45 

48.58 

Share of impons of 
Germany in total 
imports (%) 

18 

9.7 

7.23 

7.99 

% of subject country 
imports in total 
imports (%) 

51.59 

58.12 

69.68 

56.57 

% of imports from 
South Korea of total 
demands 

23.16 

.30.14 

35 86 

27.09 

% of imports from 
Germany of total 
demands 

12.41 

6.04 

1 

4.85 

1 

4.46 

% of imports from 
subject countries of 
totabdemands 

35.57 

36.18 

40.70 

1 

1 

31,54 

% of share of 
Domestic Industry 
in total demand 

31.05 

1 

37.75 

32.92 

44.24 
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Net Sales 

Realisation 

(Rs/MT) 

♦ + + + 




Cost of production 
(Rs/MT) 

+ 4: + + 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 


PronL'ibii]!\ 

tRs/MF) 

1 

L. 


1 



The authority also notes the submissions regarding referencing DGCI&S data for 
imports made by vaiious interested parties The Authority recalls its observations in the 
disclosure statement and has evaluated the maximum demand and maximum imports on 
the basis of the data available from the responses of the cooperating exporters, DGCI&S 
and the secondary source viz, PPR 

The Authority notes that it has been submitted by M/s KKPC that various injury 
parameters and cost of production of M/s Apar Industries Ltd should be examined in 
detail and injury and causal link be appropriately considered Also various interested 
parties have raised the issues pertaining to examination of injury to Domestic Industry 
The Autlnirity notes that M/s Apar Industries Limited primarily produces NBR at its 
Walia plant at Gujarat During the period of investigation, the company has produced 
NBR to an extent of about 95% of the total capacity utilised during the period of 
investigation The company maintains separate books of accounts for Walia plant, duly 
audited Thus the basis for determination of NIP is authentic and the costs and expenses 
related to NBR only have been considered for the purpose of determination of cost of 
production and thereby the non-injurious price Also consistent with the practice, the 
Designated Authority has normated the various elements of costs so as not to grant the 
Domestic Industry any undue benefit or protection which might accrue to them on 
account of their inefficiencies Hence the arguments of various interested parties 
regarding profitability and cross loading of expenses on different related products by the 
company being a multi-product company arc duly taken care of by the Authority during 
onsite verification of the Domestic Industi^ 

The above economic parameters in the Table indicates that demand of 
subject goods has been around lOOOOMT to 12000 MT and has therefore not been a 
factor for cause of injury. The indicators on production and capacity utilisation for 
Domestic Industry show upward trend Though the share of Domestic Industry in total 
demand have increased, the imports from the subject countries, especially Korea RP 
continue to be significant as imports from subject countries as % of demand continues to 
be significant despite anti dumping duty. This coupled with price undercutting is causing 
material injury to the Domestic Industry and would also lead to recurrence of injury 

The Authority notes that the net sales realisation of the Domestic Industry during 
the period of investigation is below the non-injurious price The dumped imports from 
the subject countries evidence price undercutting as the landed value of such dumped 
imports are below the non-injurious price and in case of M/s KKPC even after imposition 
of the existing anti dumping duties, there is still price undercutting when landed values 
with anti dumping duty are compared with the non-injurious price The argument of M/s 
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KKPC that the effect of customs duties and SADD should be appropnately considered 
are also duly considered by the Authority The Authority notes that NBR is an industrial 
product and as per the consistent practice it is the ex-factory non-injurious price which is 
compared with the landed value as defined in this determination below In the 
customs duties have fallen during the present penod of investigation for the subject 
goods, the raw material ustilised for manufacture of the subject goods by the Domestic 
Industry have also attracted lower duties and therefore the non-mjurious prie<- has aLo 
been affected by the fall in customs duties Thus the practice of comparing non-injuiious 
price during the period of investigation with the landed value m POI is consistent and 
appropriate The argument of M/s KKPC regarding granting the adjustments on the level 
of trade as the exports of M/s KKPC are made to the wholesellers and not to the end users 
is also not appropriate since if the wholesellers m the distribution chain benefit by the 
dumped imports, ultimately the supplies are only made to the retail level actual users It 
therefore has an adverse impact on the sales of the Domestic Industry and thus ex-factory 
compaiison as indicated above is appropnate As indicated above, the comparison for the 
evaluation is appropriate at the ex-factory level which the Authority has been doing 
consistently The Authonty has therefore followed the same approach The landed value 
of dumped goods from M/s KKPC even with addition of existing anti dumping duty is 
lower than "NIP The Authority m regard to submissions on high Butadiene cost notes that 
the Hon’ble CEGAT in its judgement dated 4 2 1997 in case of NBR from Japan has 
upheld the methodology on NIP determination at optimum level and have taken 
cognizance of the situational conditions of the Domestic Industry The various economic 
factors VIZ price undercutting by dumped imports, net sales realisation lower than NIP 
and erosion of profitability imply that if anti dumping duties on subject goods from 
subject countries are withdrawn, the dumping and injury will continue and recur and will 
cause intensified material injury to Domestic Industry 

6. INDIAN INDUSTRY’S INTEREST & OTHER ISSUES 

The Authority notes that the submissions have been made regarding demand and 
supply mismatch of the subject goods and the effect on export competitiveness as well 
The Authority in this regard holds that the purpose of anti dumping duty duties, in 
general, is to eliminate injury caused to the Domestic Industry by the unfair trade 
practices of dumping so as to re-establish a situation of open and fair competition in the 
Indian market, which is in the general interest of the country 

The Authonty also recognises that though the imposition of anti-dumping duties 
might affect the price levels of the products manufactured using the subject goods and 
consequently might have some influence on relative competitiveness of these products, 
however, fair competition in the Indian market will not be reduced by these anti-dumping 
measures On the contrary, imposition of anti-dumping measures would remove the 
unfair advantages gained by the dumping practices and would prevent the decline of the 
domestic industry and help maintain availability of wider choice of the subject goods to 
the consumeis Imposition of anti-dumping measures would also not restrict imports 
from the subject countiies in any way, and, therefore, would not affect the availability of 
the products to the consumers/users 
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The Authority notes that it has been mentioned by M/s KKPC that the disclosure 
sliould have been sent under the signature of Designated Authority citing various case 
laws on the matter. Also the exporter has submitted that the public hearing conducted by 
the Designated Authoritv was not appropriately conducted as per Rules and has cited the 
WTO artic’'’S and cases laws pertaining to the same The Authority in this regard notes 
Rule regarding that the oral submissions to be made during the investigation and the 
issuance of the disclosure under Rule 16. The Authority notes that the oral submissions 
presented during the hearing are only be considered if they are subsequently produced in 
writing Therefore an essential requirement is that the oral submissions should be backed 
by the written submissions so that this could be appropriately considered during the 
course of investigation. The Authority has followed this rule position and its consistent 
practice in holding such a hearing and inviting various interested parties to make their 
submissions Further the Authority notes that all submissions made by M/s KKPC were 
duly verified on site by the verification team and all relevant submissions have been 
appropriately considered and addressed. As regards the disclosure, the Authority holds 
that the disclosure pertains to the information on the essential facts which form the basis 
for the decision but is not a decision. The Authority has followed the consistent practice 
of disclosing such a information under the signature of the investigation officer on behalf 
of Designated Authority and therefore holds that the practice adopted under Rule 16 of 
the Anti Dumping Rules has been adhered to in this case as well. 

7. LANDED VALUE 


The landed value has been determined for the subject goods after adding on 

weighted average CIF export price, the applicable level of custom duties (except duties 

levied under Section 3, 3A, 8B, 9, 9A) and one percent towards landing charges 

D. CONCLUSIONS: 

It is seen, after considering the foregoing that: 

(a) The subject goods originating in or exported from the subject countries have been 
exported to India below its normal value;. 

(b) The various economic indicators and injury parameters in particular pi ice 
undercutting by dumped imports imply that the cessation of anti dumping duty on 
the subject goods from the subject countries will lead to continuance or 
recurrence of dumping and injury and therefore the Authority recommends 
continuation of anti dumping duty on the subject goods as indicated below In 
this regard the Authority also notes that on NBR imports from Japan in the 
Sunset Review implemented by Customs vide Notification dated 21 12.2001 a 
variable duty has been levied, the Authority considers it appropiiate to levy anti 
dumping duty in variable form in this investigation as well The authority recalls 
that levy in dollar terms has been upheld by the Hon’ble CEG.AT 

(c) In view of the above, it is recommended that the amount of Anti Dumping Dul\ in \ariablc 
form equal to the difference between the amount as indicated in Column 3 of the Table 
below and the landed value in $/MT be imposed, by the Central Government on all grades 
of Acrylonitrile Butadiene Rubber (NBR) originating in or e.xported fioiii Korea Rl* and 
Germany falling under Chapter 40 of the Customs Tariff 
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1 

2 

3 

SI No. 

Name of the exporter/producer 

Amount ($/MT) 


1 

Korea RP 




1 Korea Kumho Petrochemical Co. 

Ltd. (KKPC) 

1692 12 



2. Hyundai Petrochemical Co. Ltd 

1908.28 



3 All other exporter/producers 

1902.28 

1 

1 


2 

Germany 




1 Bayer AG 

2314.8 



2. All other exporters/ producers 

2314 8 



(d) An appeal against this order shall lie to the Customs, Excise, Gold (Control) 
Appellate Tribunal in accordance with the Act supra. 


L.V, SAPTH ARISHI. Designated Authority & Add). Secy. 
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